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The Subſtance of Mr, (art - 
Tright's Exceptions conſi- 
dered, 


el tim, I conceive were a lintullo(G 
_ of tim, aud a great wrong to 
: : tothe Learned Author, and more 
to my felt, and moſt of all to the 
Reader and the Truth. For it 
would unavoidably tixe us all, 
and drown the Truth in a mountainous heap of 
uſcle(s Altexcations 3 and the main bulinels would 
be to manifelta Reverend Brother's miſtakes, which 
I conceive:may ſooner kwdle the fixe of Anger, 
than the light of Information. 

I ſhall therefore pals by all that part of the work, 
and only dezl with che remaining Differences , 

which axe. che Soul of the Book, and that'not in 
the Order. as they lie, but as they (ſeem of greatelt 
mament, . or. axe: molt intified on by the Reverend 
Authors, 

The main fab(tance of the Exceptions, .confilicth 
of theſe points tolowing : 

1. That ay Faith (aud {econdarily fincere Obe- 
dience) -axc as to the Law of Works or Innocency,; 
but the Conditions of our Juſtihcation by Chriſt's 
merits, from its condemning ſcntence : But they 
A 2 are 


4 Lhe Points of 


are our material Righteouſneſs in reſp:& to the 
Law of Grace z vIz. 4 particular ſubordinate Righte- 
ouſneſs,becauſe a Condition of our Pardon and Salya- 
tion. But Mr. C. yieldeth that they are ſuch ; 
Condition, but not that we are juſtified by them, or 
that they are our Righreouſweſs thexeto. 

2+ That I make Works to have a ev-intereſt with 
Faith in Juſtification. oF 

3- That I make Faith to be bur a Condition of 
our main Juſtification,confiſting in remiſſion of fin : 
But Mr. C. makes it a Cauſe, which he calleth Cauſe 
applicans- | 

4+ That I make two Laws, and Mr. C. but oye; 
only yieldeth to call the Promiſe the Nemw=Law. 

5. That I make the New-Covenant 4 Law th 
have a pecnliar penalty, which Mr. C.'denieth, 

6. That I make Obediexce a Condition of our 
right to.Salvation, | Furis continuandi vel' non amit- 
end; ) though not of our hrſt Righteouſneſs : And 
Mr. C. makes it a Condition of Salvation it ſet, 
and wot of owr right to it 5 yet confefſeth that it is 
the ſame thing that is the Condition of Juſtification, 
and of right to Salvation. 

7. That Mr. C. makes the Goſpel-Grant to be 
properly, A ſentence of Abſolution by God as Fudg ; 
and I make it to be but 4 Donation of pardon aud 
life by God as Rettor and Benefatior by Law, and 
Deed of Gift, and ſoa virtual, not an atjmal Judi- 
oral Sentence ; Which yet I little lick on, 

8. Mr. C. taketh the Judgment after this life to 
be no. other or further Juſtification than we have 
hexe, bur only a further Declaration of it : And 


take-it to. be a deciſive Sentence, to put car right [® 


put of controverſic, giving us our Jus Fudicatum, 
as 


our Difference, 5 


as the Promiſe did our Jus Conftitutum, and more- 
over, being the —_ means to our poſſeſſion. 

As to the firſt of theſe Differences, I would know, 
Whether it be about the Matter or the Ford that 
we diſagree? If the Matter, then Mr. C. would 
never have granted, 1. That Faith and Obedience 
is an inherent or perſonal Righteouſneſs, and ſo cal- 
led commonly by Scripture and Divines. 2. That 
it is the frlfilling of the Conditions of the New- 
Covenant. 3. That if we be accuſed to have no 
right in Chriſt, becauſe we have mot fulfilled this 
Condition, we mult plead the atinal fulfilling of it 
by our ſelves, or periſh 3 and not plead any fulfil- 
ling of it by Chrift for us, nor any pardon for our 
not frlfilling it- 4. Yea, that even wicked. men 
may have a true particular Righteouſneſs, (though 
not this which is the Condition of Salvation) I re« - 
member now no. one material difference left be- 
tween us. 

And if it be only Verbal: 1. I conceive that 
the Diſpute, | Whether the fulfilling of the Conditions 
of the New-Covenant may be called Righteouſneſs, or 
we be ſaid to be juſtified by it ? | when we are 
agreed in the thing, is uot worth the contending 
about. 2+ Mr. C. faith, p. 91. of his Exceptions, 
Non oportet litigare de verbis cum de re conſtet. 3. He 
confeſſeth (as is (aid) that even a wicked Repro- 
bate may have a particular Righteouſueſs, and own- 
eth Bradſhaw's fo denominating it. He therefore 
that will yield that the Devil or a Reprobate may 
de called righteoxs quoad cauſam particularem, and 
that that is Righteouſneſs, methinks ſhould not deny 
It in our caſe. 4. He confeficth (tor it is undes- : 
niable) that all our Divints do give the name of 
A3 Righs 
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Kaghteduſneſs to our inherent Righteouſneſs ; There- 
tore ds nomine we differ not.. - 5. He denicth not 
(for. it is pati denying) that Scripture often calleth 
our Faith and ſincere. Obedience by the -name of 
Righteoaſneſs:Sothat when. (© call it,] do but ſpeak 
as the Holy. Ghoft hath taught me. * Thus fas then 
methinks,:we thould be fully agreed-(as in fenſe (0) 
that the yame of Righteouſneſs is lawtul and tit to 
be applicd co.our Faith it felf, and -perfonal Obes 
dicnce. 

It remains then de nowine, whether we may fay, 
7. Either that this Faith or Righteouſneſs doth ju- 
/tifie w ? .2. Or that we art juſtified by it ? 

For the former phraſe, I ute not to fay- | Faith ju- 
ftifteth,: ] 3 Becauſe it ſoundeth as it I madeit an 
efficztent Cauſe. . 2: Becauſe Scripture ' rather - uſeth 
the peber phraſc,| We are juſtified by Faith. ) Though 
there ſeem ſmall difference in theſe ſpeeches, yet in- 
deed the latter belt fitteth the nature of a conditional 
or ' difpuſitive Trtereft :. And the Holy Ghoſt is the 
htteſi Judy. But for the latter phraſe, and the for- 
mer. taken ir the ſame (ſenſe as the latter, vize | That 
F aith ju{tificth as 4 Condition, and thence conſcquen= 
tially, as the matier of. our ſabſervient particular 
Righteouſneſs, | 1 thould think that here is no-room 
tor 26,7 KI For, 

+ None can deny- but that I ſpeak i in the Lan- 
—_ ot the Holy Ghoſt, who faith, | 4 man i 
mreftified by Works, and not by Faith only, | and that 
| by cxrr werds we ſhall be juſtified, and by our words 
we 1.211 be condemaed.\ Say not I miſtake the mean- 
Ta of theſe word», while, 1- Qur Queſiion is 
not-#w-abourt the: meaning Or matter,. but about the 
fitneſs.vf the pbraſe.' - 2. And thething: that —”=_ 

LS firt 


Riqhtfeauſneſ(s, &c, 7 


firſt blamed for, is not the miſunderftanding of a 
particular * Text , but of the Dotrine of Juſtifi- 
Cation. 

2« It is beyond all doubt a contradiction unwor- 
thy the Pen of any Learned man to ſay , This is onr 
Rigbteonſueſr, and yet will u0t in tantum juſtifie us 3 
(and 7 totum, I ever denied it as much as they :) 
Forma _— informat & denominat. * 
| 3- To jultifie, (in the ſenſe I ule it) is (firſt) #0 
conſtitute Righteows, (tor I take it for conſtitutive 

Fuſtification firlt :) But it may be ſaid, that we are 
| | conſtituted Righteous by Faith and Obedience (not 
' | ſpeaking of wniverſal Righteouſneſs :) Therefore it 

may be ſaid we are juſtified by them. 

Nothing can be faid to this Argument , but 
I againſt the minor, by denying that the word | Fufti- 

fie | isever taken for conſtituting Righteons, but only 
for ſentencing us ſo : But I never yet met but with 
one Learned man , that I remember, that was of 
that mind. Our Divines ordinarily diſtinguiſh of 

Fuſtification conftitutive and ſentential : 1. His Rea- 

ſon is, becauſe it is ſtill taken ## ſenſz forenſi, and fo 

we maintain againſt the Papiſts. But I anſwer, Our 

Divines take not ſenſum forenſem, as excluding, but 

including, ſexſum Legalem, vel Civilem (as we com- 

monly ſpeak) but only as excluding ſeuſuvz Ethi- 
exam, 4$-it fignifeth merely our ads and qualities 
of Ethical Fuſtice or Virtue. Now fol grant againſt 

” {| the Papitts, that Jullitication fignifieth not moſt 
© uſually nor very oft an infuſion of new Qualities 3 
s Þ but 1. Nox reatum culpe vel pzne, which is Inno- 
” | cence and Legal Righteouſneſs. 2+ Sentential Ab- 
Is . ſolution. Now I ſay no more, but, 1, That our 
Non-reatng culpe finals impanitemie & infidelitatis 
A 4 ant 
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Gut Rebellions , is our particular Righteonſneſs or 
Fuſtification. - 2. Our Non-reatus pene propter banc 
culpam 15 tounded herein as-the matter. 3+ Our 
Non-reatus: pane eterne in general dependeth on 
this (at the laſt Judgment) as on a Condition. 2.1 
little doubt but Scripture (mentioning Juſtification 
by Faith) means it of conftitutive Fuſtification 3 and 
Mr. C. tox ought I perceive, thinks fo too, taking 
it and ſentential Juſtification for all one. 

If then we may be ſaid to be | made Righteous | by 
Faith and Obedience, then we may be ſaid to be ju- 
tified by them : Bue the Former is true 3 There- 
tore, &c .. . 

That Righteouſueſs which makes not righteous, is 
a thing never yet known, except it were only #0- 
men- Juftitig fine re, and it were only cquivocally 
ſo called. For Righteowſneſs is a mere relative 
form, and therefore muſt make, that is, formally 
conſtitute the perſon righteous ſo far, Even as there 
is no exiſtent PPorthineſs, that makes not worthy ; 
or Guiltineſs, that makes not gailty, or Unrighte- 
oxfneſr, that makes not ſo tar unrighteons 3 Or Good- 
neſs, that makes not fo far good :; I think none will 
contradict this. 

4» [11 z&ll you whatI will do? If godly Divines 
wculd not have me uſe James's phraſe, and ſay, 
[ We are juſtified by Works,\ yea, or by Obedience, 
yea,or by Faith, as Paul (peaks, rather than wrong 
$ne Churches peace, I will utterly lay it by in ſpeech 
and waiting 3 and I will oaly ſay, { We are made 
righteows, | and not, { We are juſtified | by them. 
And ſo in my Explication of our Righteouſneſs, I 
will Gay, that we have a twofold Rightcouſnels :; 


I. Inberent perſonal Righteouſneſs (Evangelically fo 
called) 


Y 


) 
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called 3) which by- reaſon of its exceeding Imper- 
fe&ion (for fo I am content to ſpeak) will not ju- 
fiifie us of it ſelf in Judgment : This confiſteth 3#- 
choatively, or at firſt, of Faith and Repemance with- 
out external Obedience afterward, of Faith con- 
tixued, and Obedience added. 2. The other Righ- 
reouſueſs 15 meritorionſly Chriſt's $atisfaGion for our 
fre, and formally the pardon of fin it ſelf, whereby 
the defaults of all our Faith, Obedience, and other 
Graces, together with all the ſins of our lives, are 
remitted, or our jus ad impunitatem & reguum. Our 
Faith or Obedience is none, no not the leaſt part of 
this Righteouſneſs of Remilhon, and rightto Life : 
But yet Chriſt in granting his Ac of Pardon or 
Grace, did except final Infidelity and Impenitency 
out of it : And therefore as he pardoxeth none ſach, 
fo his Righteouſneſs of Remiſſion alway ſuppoſeth 
concurrent our perſonal Righteouſneſs (qu talis, #02 
to be remitted;) Chriſt never dicd to purchaſe us par- 
don for loving God, hating Sin, Repenting, Obe- 
dience, &c. but only for the fin that adheres to 
theſe in their deficiency or evil company. Why 
may not this much reconcile us ? 
Nay, Note theſe two things : 

I. That Mr. C. in his pleading for an imperfe& 
Righteouſneſs, ſo denominated from its Conformi- 
ty to the Law, page 68, 69. profeſſeth, that | Ac+ 
cepting for Righteous, and accounting juſt, i as much 
a juſtifying > | and that, | it js the New-Covenant 
that ſo accepteth our IVorks, as they are. a ſincere, 
though imperfe(t, Conformity to the Law as a' Rule 3] 
and that 3 | for bis part he ſhould ſay, that we and 
our atlions are juſtified from the Law «of IWorks \ 
L C. from the Condemnation of a.) Now 1s nor 


here 


here as much, .or maxe by. far,, than I fay for 
Works ? "iS. { 24>3I1 *YILOS 335-32 

I«. More : For da pot; think-that God's accep- 
tance af our .Woxks, is a juſtifying, them from the 
Law's Condemnation, but that they are mnjuſtifiable, 
and fill caudemy:d by the Law + and that the Go 
{pc! was never :of forge to (ave - wens Forks from 
the Law's Condeamation, but only to ſave the per- 
fou': Nay, that: if. the Warkg be not condemned by 
che Law, the perſon cannot be, juſtified by Ehrit, 
but mult. be. juſtified by his Works ; . For 'jwſtified 
Works will juſtifie the. ,perſon,: {0 fax as they are jus 
tified; andit. the Works be agt condemned, the per- 
ſox cannot be condemued tor them, * - 

- 2. But. I tend not this as an Accuſation of his 
Opinion ; tor I believe he, meaneth ſoundly :- Bur 
then at leali, conſider, : Whether this be not as much 
as I ſay? Healloweth here, and profefieth to ufe 
the term | Fuſtification of our Works } as the ſub- 
jet: Andit itbe fitto fay, God juſtzfieth our Works, 
then what inan can devile a Reaſon why it 18 not 
25 fit to ſay, Gad juſtifieth ws thereby ? lo tar in tanto, 
though not 74 tot9 ; For as Bradſhaw truly faith; 
Every Juſtification of the cauſe, is indeed a Fuſtifica- 
2ion of the perſon. 1 take it for granted theretore, 
that Mr. {. allowcth me to ſay, that we are ju- 
ſtihed by our Works and Faith as our particular 
Righteouſaeſs, by a particular Juſtification ; Yea, he 
in, other places plainly expreficth as much. Now he 
mult needs know, that I often told him, 1 take it 
but for a particular Rigbteouſueſt, and to be but 
Materia Juſtificationis  particulary, & eonditio , Fur 
ftificationis plenarie,vel ( ſuppuſita conditione prejiits) 
univerſalis. 
| 2. Note 


Righteouſneſs, &c, Ft 


.2.iNote alſo, That he gives itas the very ſum 
of all-his Anfwer on this point, that [owr Faith 
(and Obediente) as an imperfet# Conformity to the 
Law 4 is a particular Righteouſnefs, and fo 'it ju- 
ſtifieth not 3 but as it is the Cordition of the Cores 
nant, it juſtifreth, and fo it is no-Righternſueſs.] 
Now it 1s here granted, that a perſonal Righteonſ- 
neſs is requifite to our Juſtification, thotgh not 
as Righteowſneſt. If Faith , which is our Righ- 
teoufnefs, be neceflary, though not as our Righce« 
ouſnefs, cbut as 8 Conditionz for my part I have'all 
that I deſire for ſubfiance in his Conceffion, that 
Faith juſtifieth as a Condition. The reſt is but of 
the name : And of the name himſelf ſaith, p- 40, 
[The Dmneftion is not, Whether we be ſaid to be juſtifi- 
ef by our Works or Words (that he confeffeth)” bat 
how and int what ſenſe we are to be ſo juſtified : There 
is a particular Juſtification, and a declarative Fuſti- 
fication: Thus we are juſtified by owr Works and Words ; 
but a full and formal Juſtification is only by Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs, through Faith imputed to us. 

But what Reafon gives he tarough the whole, 
why Faith is no Righteonſneſt as a Condition * He 
Gith Rill, that | It is no new Accuſation to be accuſed 
of not-performing the Conditions of the New 'Cove-= 
nant, but a makiug'good the formey. | But it is moſt 
evidently a diſtinct fabordinate Accrſation towards 
the making good the firft, Is the means and end 
allone? Is1t all one to accuſe a Traytor of being 
lable todeath for Treaſon merely as ſuch 3 and' to 
accuſe him of not performing the-Conditicns in an 
Ac of General Pardon ? and fo having no benent 
by that Act for his eſcape ? The words arc rot the 
ſame, nor the ſenſe the ſame, therefore the Accu- 

| {ailon 
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ſation is not the ſame. Thoſe things which are di- 
viſible are not the ſame ; But theſe are diviſible; 
ergo, &c, The Devils may be accuſed of being guil- 
ty of death for fin as finzbat not of #ox-performance 
of Conditions of Recovery : For a mere Negation 
15 no ground of Guilt or Accuſation. 

But he thinks, that | the Law conſtituteth the 
offciurff Credendi , and the Covenant the Con- 
dition 3 therefore s a Condition performed, it is 
no Righteonſneſs ; aud as a Duty performed, no ju- 
ftifying Righteouſneſs, but particular.) I anſwer, 
I. If this wereall ſo, yet when the Covenant doth 
take one Legal duty for its Condition, our Salvation 
may lie on that particular Righteouſneſs. 2. Will 
It, Or may it ever be queſtioned in Judgment, or not, 
Whether we bave performed the Condition of the New- 
Covenant ? I think it will be the main Queſtion : I 
am ſure in Conſcience it is the main. If it may ever 
be queſtioned, Whether we have right in the Promiſe 
#nd Chriſt”s blood or no, I know no way of Legal 
evincing it, but by producing the Deed of Gift, or 
our performance of the (, ondition. All the doubt 
then to be diſcuſſed will be of the latter 3 and on 
this will Reprobates begin to. plead, | Lord we have 
doue thus and thus ;| for the Gift will be undeni- 
able. Now if this will be a Canſe to be pleaded at 
Judgment ( yca , for ought I can underſtand by 
God's Word, the great Cauſe of the day,)then cer= 
tainly the Dfendant will be Guilty, or Nat-Gwilty 3 
and his Cauſe will be juſt, or zjaſt. If he have 
juſtitiam Cauſe, then Mr. C. is miſtaken ; if he have 
not, the may is condemned. Mr, C. is very much 
cut to. imagine (and make it the ſubſtance of moi 


of his Anſwers in the main Queſtion) that our per- 
formance 
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performance of 2 Condition as ſuch, may not bea 
Righteouſneſs. What if it were granted tobe no 
Ethical Righteouſneſs (and yet I am loth Covenant- 
breakers ſhould have {o much countenance, or that 
God's Covenant-keeping (ſhould be denied the name 
of Righteouſneſrz ) doth it follow that it is not a 
judiciary Righteouſneſs, a Juſtitia forenſis which is 
neareſt to our great Juſtification ?) If Contractors 
enter a Suit one againſt another for not-keeping Co- 
vexants, may not,. muſt not the Accuſed or Defen- 
darits Cauſe be juſt, or unjuſt ? If a man enter an 
Aion againſt another for not-performing a Pro- 
-miſe, for not-doing what by Leaſe or other Cove- 
nant he was bound to 3 I think the Law will pro- 
nounce him and his Cauſe juft, or »xjuft-; and ac- 
quit and juſtifie him, or elſe condema him accord- 
ingly. It it be capable of being a- Cauſe in Law, 
or the matter of an Aion or Suit, then it is moſt 
neceſſary a righteous or unrighteous Cauſe, Bur, 
\3. I do not think it tolerable fo to exclude the 
Law as a Law from this work. For, | 
1- The very Covenant is a Law, even the pro- 
miſory part: I prove it, 1. God is ſo ſuper-eminently 
and tranſcendently above us, and our abſolute Sove- 
reign, that we are not capable of -entring into's 
ſtri& Covenant -(as among equals) but ſuch as par. 
ticipateth of the nature of a Law. We have {6 
wholly our dependance on him , and good from 
Him, that he can take no Law ' of faverr, or 'fot 
our/pood, but fo far it muſt be ag a Benefadtor (it 
being otherwiſe with earthly Sovereigns, whoſe 
Sabjects receive not all their propriety from them :) 
And alſo he is ſo conjunaly our abſolute Sovereign, 
that he can center no Contra with us but authorita- 
eely, 2, From 
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' 2. From the Definition :' A Law taken moſt fit- 
1y,. though largely (for jus Conftituens, adequate to 
Jus . Conftitutum ; and not for Lex, .as its narrowly 
taken, as diſtin from Precept , Priwiledges , Con- 
trafs, &c.) this true proper Law is but Conftitutio 
debiti Anthoritativa; or, Signum voluntatis Rettaris 
' Aebitum Conſtizuens- Now Confſtitnere debitume prg- 
mis, is as true an Att of ths Law (though. every 
Law have it not, which made ſome exclude.it;) ,as 
conftttnere debitum officiz, Yea, acs of abſolutefree 
Grace or. Pardon are 'true Laws, So that God did 
_mmake the New-Covenant as Benefattor and Legiftator 
_both; and fo gave the Legal jus-ad Beweficiam, and 
couſtituted the Copdizion of bis own. Gift. 
-- 2, Beſides, I gm not yet- of Mr.:C's mind, that 
the Precept it ſelf, which he calls the Law, is nota 
real part.of the Covenant, What though it be part 
of .the Law ?, ſoit may be, and of the Covenant top 5 
for-the Covenant (a5 Mr. Larſon hath well hewed) 
is truly'a Law, called a Covenant from the more cx- 
cellent part (the Promiſe) and. from God's Copde- 
ſcention, and from man's xequilite. Conſent :_, Yet 
called a Law, as beipg the authorazative Conſtitution 
of, what ſhall be dxe t0 ws (gaod,or-evil) and what 
ſhall be de fra #4 for the obtaining of ane, and 
eſcaping the other: - But of chis-more anon : abpur 
the Law. 1 _ TIE 9! TAS > þ 
3+ Nay, as Unxighteouſancls:condemneth not dir 
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xcFly, as it is contraxy 10 Dwty, but as it 15 Contrary 
to the Condition of. Life, and is the Condition at the 
Threat : So whew it concemeth Judgment , the 
word Rightequſueſs doth moſiihcarly belong to, Duty 
aSa Condition, and xemotely to Puty as Duty-per» 
formed. 


2+ The 
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2. The ſecand Queſtion or Pomt of: Difference, 
- [1 make Works to baye'a:co-imereſt with Faithin fur 
Naficaraon. | F-02122 VBW —_ L311; \ 

-.:Buthow? Its ſure confeſſed mot:in bur firſt Fu 
fafication, ant that it is priticipally:inour laſt greac 
JuRification at Judgment: Dow li\adyance Works 
higher than others ? or do I not rather ſeem\tode- 
preſs Faith lower ?- Inever made Woks, tobe the 
the mtramental Cauſe:of Jukiification," as others dp 
Faith. \ I never matic chem the conſe \applicmcry'as 
| Mrc''C: makes Faith, © 1 neverimadeithem wyy pro- 
\grev caxeſe. I do averiin:the end of my. Anſwer: to 
hing*that I giveleſs 8 Fajth, butowmoretoJ/arks 

| tay others. KN 12> 8, LIK) Ul 3 
His Anſwer is this : | 1/hy ? then make it appear 
; thot they bold WWokks toynittific as\mett\. as # atth, ur to 
) | have a 00-nterefi ial Earth we the effelt of: juftofying : 
Except you perform this.'(wbich T-prefucnte you mever 
vill) you cannot wake good-your undertaking. | 4uf. 1 
have proved over ang ovcr,-thau they afirm Re- 
pexterce: 2 Comditron of:. Pardon y4.and \Uadienve \n 
Gaudnion of tanl Fully fioatzon, .. TEL proverthac they 
do thus, and thatdhdo ab more,\de L.n&t piovethat 
Igive no more to:Wonks than'they 2, What, muſt 
4 prove. 'that\ they hive. xv 4wore tarFaith; and: 
” make 29 greater inequality than) bafaie Ican-provee 
: that they: give: us. 1a dro Yorks 2 Theo: intareft of 
c a Conditionil canprovebyitorty of them, , that they 
E give as far I: But muſt 1:;provethatthey give Obe- 
y dience:thecointercli of \s cafe, which {:dcvy.my 
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the very ſame' Words as I; and/as fully as I deſire, 
and largely explaining and: proving them. Yet 
Davenant (aid well, and Iday ill, when 1 am ready 
to ſubſcribe to his words in the ſenſe as they 
mult plainly-import, or with a Proteftation to un- 
derftand them: 'as rightly as I can : If this be: not 
22072 ex fide perſonas , ſed ex perſonis fidem, '&c. as 
Tertul. what is? b 4, t 
'' And what is. the [Difference ? Why it is faid, 
| Dico te extra oleas vagari, cum ego de conditione Fur 
ftificationis loquor, atq; ejuſmodi quidem conditions 
qua Fuſtificari dicimur : tu autem oppouis mihi an- 
#borem de operibus Fuſtificatorum , i. e: eornum "qui 
jam Fuſtificati ſunt, & fide quidem, 'non operibus, ex 
anthoris iftius ſententia, ad ſalutem neceſſariis diſſe- 
rentem. | $53 : 
Reſp. 1+: Putaſſem propins ad rem controverſam 

pertinere, quid ego loquor, &: de quali conditione, quam 
arm, cum ego ret' & tu attoris partes agis 98 

. 2+ Nonne Davenantius etianms loquitur de condi- 
#0ue ? & de conditione fine qua non ? & de condi- 
tione ad Fuſtificationis ftatum retinendem & conſer- 
vandum ? imo de conditione 'concurrente vel precur- 
foria ? Ipſiſfima authoris verba- ſunt. | 
-'3> Nonne & ego de Fuſtificatorum operibus ſemper 
ſum locuts, 'quands dixi- ea ad Juſtificationem co1- 
rnnaudan effetceſſaria. noon 

» Tt is further atfwered by Mg.:C: to the fifth! Con- 
lution, [ Someiinternal Works mnt go before” Juſti- 
fication, yes they do not therefore Juſtifie as well: as 
Faith. | Davenantius eo iþſo'loed negas opera neceſſa- 
ria efſe ad Fuſtificationems ut cauſas, ſed tantum nt ad 


obtinendam equeſtrem dignitatem, &c. Fidem —_ 
io 


So I did in the next lines cite Davenant, ſaying 
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are conjoyned, &c, 17 
Calio loco) dicit efſe cauſam applicantem ju#titiani 
Chriſtz, atqz ideo ez tribuit quod prexime & immediate 
pertinetad rem applicatam, &c. | 

; Reply. . 1. Doth not he ſay, that they are neceſ- 
fary' | #t conditjones precurforie ?\ It they are Con- 
ditiones, they have the intereſt of Conditions in Ju- 
fiification- 4 ſay not, | They juſtifie us, | becauſe that 
phraſe ſoundsas it I aicribed an efficiency to them 3 
but anly;that | we are juſtified by them as Conditions.) 
And to ſay, | It is a Condition of Juſtification, and 
yet we may notbe juſtifhed by it as by a Condition] 
is no better/than to ſay, | Such a thing is an cffici- 
crit, but cauſeth not as an: efficient. ] I deny them 
to be Cauſes as well as he. 

2. And what -if you proved that he makes 
Faith a Cauſe,,when I do not, aud ſo doth not (6 
nearly--<quat1thtm as I ? -Doth that prove that I 
give; more'#0 Works than he ? or rather that;I- give 
left to. F aith:? He that will athrm, that he aſcribech 
no.more to Works than you, is but ſorrily confated 
by your ſaying, that he aſcribeth Jeff to Faith, that 
is, that he gives Works a co-z#tereſt with Faith : 
Which he may do, by derogating from Faith (or 
from your eſtimation of it) without adding-any 
further dignity or power to Works. 

Mr. C.- gives this as his ſummary Anſwer, | Toxr 
firſt inference is of #0 force, - 4s having no groxyd, vizs . 
#bat if I will be of Davenant's mind, I maſt be of 
yours.  1.d6 not ſee that Davenant doth attribute as 
much to Works a you do. . (2.) Who bold, that they ju- 
ſtifie 3 and mrge, (3.) the words of St: James, for ut 3 
whereas Davenant ( 4- ) makes Paith 40 juſtifie ; 
(5-) as apprebending and applying Chriſt”s Righte- 
ouſueſs, which ſurely Works cannot. He faith alſo; 

B (6.) Oprrs 


13 How Faith and Obedience 
(6.)Opera ſequuntur Fuſtificationem & precedunt Glo* 


rificationem \ being not acquainted it ſeems with your 
diſtinftion of TFuſtification, as Inchoate, and as Con« 
ſummate at Judgment, whereby you would bave Works 
to be as well a Condition of Fuſtification as of Gloys- 
fication. 

Rep.If ever words were ſpoke againſt moſt expreſs 
evidence in terminis, I think thelearez 1. That my 


words were groundleſs, when I have no fitter ex- 


preſſions of my own mind, than in Davenant's 
words. 2- 1 hold not, | that they juſtifie, | but that 
[-we are juſtified by them, which phrafe'better fits a 
mere Condition than the former. 3. I: take the words 
of Fames to be Scripture 3 and doth ir-prove, that 
I- give' more to- Works than Davenant , becauſe I 
cite 'the- expreſs. words 'of Scriptare.? What if F 
miſunderſtand that Scripture ? :dothiit follow that 
I give:'more to Works ? 4. Is this an Argument 
to groind' your Accufation on | Davenant makes 
Faith to juſtifie, as apprebending and applying Chriſt s 
Righteouſneſs : Works cannot ſo do ?) What then ? 
therefore Davenant gives leſs to Works than you ?7 A 
ſorry conſequence ! Or is it, | Therefore Davenant 
makes not Works to juſtifie. | Auſw. Nor I, if you 
take it efficiently, as you fay, Davexant doth make 
Faith 2 Cauſe. But,' v- Is not this his giving more 
to Faith, and not left #han Ito Works ? 2. Doth he 
not fay, that Works are Conditions of Juſtificati- 
on, forme Precurſory and concomitant, and ſome for 
continuing it 7 And I till profeſs, that we are ju- 
fiified by them but as Conditions. It you ſay, I call 
them Righteouſneſs by which we are juſtified, I have 
anſwered that before 3 that is lis de nomine, and I 
ſo call them but 4 poſteriore, becaule they are Con- 
ditions 
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ditions of our Fuſtification, and you and Davenant 
call them a particular Righteouſneſs as well as T 
I (till {iy, as (O Our univerſal Fuſtification, they have 
no further interelt than the very eſſexce of a Condi- 
rion imports 3 and if Davenant give them not this, 
he was to blame to tell us otherwiſe. 5. I make 
Faith alſo to juſtihc | as Apprebending and Apply- 
ing,] if you donot take the word | 4s] liritly 
pro ratione formali, but as ſigmfying Faith's fpecial 
aptitude to a preheminence in this Work : And 
I aftirm, that Works do xot juſtifie as Apprebending 
or Applying : (ſill remember, that when I uſe the 
phraſe | Faith juſtifieth, | I uſe it in Confornuty to 
your Diſcourſe, and mean it as is before explain- 
ed. 6. Donot I fay, as well as he, that opera ſe- 
quuntur Fuſtificationem &- precedunt Glorificationem ? 
and doth it thence follow, that he was unacquaint- 
&d with my diſtinction of Juſtification Inchoate and 
Conſummate at Fudgment ? Why ? 1.You know the 
ſame man was acquainted with the diſtin&tion be- 
tween Fuftification Inchoate and continued.2. Aud that 
that he faith Works follow Fuſtification, makes them 
precurſory Conditions of Juſtification, and Conditioiis 
of its Continuance ? and o plainly acquaints you, 
that it is thoſe external Works, which he makes Con- 
ditions of continuing Fuſtification, which he faith, 
follow it 3 which no doubt but they do. 3. Think you 
then, that this Learned man did not know, that 
Chritt would come again to judg the quick and che 
dead ? and (o could diſtinguiſh between Jultificati- 
on here and hereafter ? Or did he ever dream, that 
the Saints ſhould be judged, and yet not jiſtified 
then 2 why,then they muſt be condemned ? For Fudge 
ing is the Genws, and hath but chole two fpecies. 

B 2 But 
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But I' have ſpoke further to this than I in» 
tended, 

Tae ſug of my Reply to this Queſtion is this : 
1. I never gave Works a co-intereſt with Faith, in * 
cauſing or effetting our Fuſtification ; For I never 
gave Faith \luch an intereſt. 2. I never gave Works 
an equal intereſt with Faith. 3. I never gave ex- 
zernal Works any intereſt 1n our firſt Fuſtification. 
Only to that I require, that the Faith be ſuch as 
Mr. C. himſelf fo much pleads for, 4 working Faith, 
or now rexuens operartz or that hath Works in it 
Virtually, (as taking Chriſt for King to be obeyed.) 


Contr. 3- The next Difference between us is 
this: Mr. C. makes Faith to be Cauſa applicans of 
our Juſtification 3 and I make it to be but a Con- 
dition, 


I underſtand my own term partly, but I under- 
ſtand not his : What Cauſe 1s this Caſa applicans #2 
As farasI underſtand him, he meancth an effici- 
ent Cauſe : And that which is an efficzeut, may be 
ſaid ro effett. Here is the difterence then, I do not 
make Faith to effe the pardon of any fin » that is, 
to pardon me (as a leſs principal Cauſe :) But had 
Mr. C. given us this Canſality of Faith in any no- 
tion familiar to us. Logicians of the lower Form, 
we ſhould better have known what to make of it. 
In the mean time thould I preſume but to paſs my 
Conjcture which of the ſorts of Efficients he in« 
tcnds, perhaps I might wrong him by my miſtakes 3 
vet let theſe two things be remembred : 1. That I 
hereby give /eſs to Faith, but not more to IYorks, 
2. That I only excuſe my ſelf, tor not calling Faith, 
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A Cauſe of Fuſtification : Bat I do not accuſe others 
that ſo call it, nor will I contend with them about 
it, if they mean a moral Cauſe, or per accidens only, 
it they will give me leave to forbear. And though 
anon I ſhall ſhew, that I hope you may yet mean 
the ſame as I by Canſa applicans, that it is but diſpo- 
fitio cauſe materialis, id et, Recipientis 3 yet be- 
cauſe ſo. great a number of great Divines call it 
the inſtrumental Cauſe, T mult firft ſpeak to that 
{enſe, on that ſuppoſition. , 

And here I remember Mr. C's next words to 
thoſe even now cited : | Do our Divines give more to 
Faith than you ? 1. As you urge the T9 ewriwv of 
St. James, for being juſtified by Works 3 fo you alſh 
znſiſt upon the very letter of $t. Paul, asd will have 
Faith it ſelf to be properly our Righteouſneſt by which 
we are juſtified : This our greateſt Divines do not, no 
more than the other. | 

Reply. 1. I had rather be accuſed of adhering 
too cloſe to the words of the Holy Ghoſt, than of 
departing cauſeleſly from them. 

2. How oft have I told you over and over, that 
I make Faith to be no further our Righteouſneſs, 
than as it 1s the Condition of our Righteouſueſi me- 
rized by Chrif? And knowing this, could you 
think and (ay, that I give more to Faith than your 
ſelf, who ſay, it is the Condition as well as I? Sure 
the #aming of this Condition by the name Righteouſ- 
aeſ7, is not giving more to it! If itbe, 1. Youcan» 
not ſay ſo, that uſe the name your felt; 2. And 
here ſeem to confeſs I have | the very letter] of Scrip- 
ture for it : And that's enough I think to juſtihe 
the xame, while I agree with you in the thing. 


B 3 He 
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He proceeds thus : | Tet you ftick not to brayd + 
them as making man. bis own Tuſtifier or Pardoner, 
Tloidv 0% &nQG- QUAY Epr(C- 0d2vIov. Truly this i 
over-groſi: What profeſſed Adverſary could reproach 
our greateſt Divines more than thus * Whither will 
not a man's partiality carry bim, if he be let alone ? 
May you aot as well ſay, that Chriſt made ſome their 
own Saviours, becauſe be ſaid, that their Faith had 
ſaved them? TI had thought that all the glory did 
belong ts the principal Agent, rather than to the Is- 
ftrument. | 

Reply. Where I have offended God in wronging 
men, I defire and hope for pardon. Yet it I may 
give a true account of my words, I muſt (ay, 
1» That I would have you review, whether it be 
you or I that broke the Ninth Commandment, I did 
not ſay, that theſz Divines do make man his own 
Juſtifier 3 but only that | T give ot to Faith, and jo 
$0 man ſo much as they, not daring to make man his 
own Jaſtifier. ] L am afraid I ſhould be guilty of 
this, 1t I ſaid, that Faith effeteth our Juſtihcation : 
Doth it follow that I fay, They are gailty of it ? 1 
think not, forall your anger. For Conſequences 
are not to be faſtened upon men that diſown them, 
at leaſt, as diredly guilty of them : I ſee them, or 
ſeem to my lelt fo to do 3 it would therefore bring 
that guilt oz me, if I held their opinion, though it 
may not on them (unleſs remotely.) 
| 2. I never once thought of charging the men as 
holding, that they juſiifie themſelves 3 but only I 
| charged their opinion with it conſequentially. And 
muli the Reverence of men prohibite us to menti- 
on or intimate the i]l Conſequences of their mi- 
{takes ? Then hath the Serpent got the day, whcn 
| he 
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he hath once lodged his errours in Reverend breafts : 
It will be no more lawful to diſturb him, if he be 
once {o houſed. Who is he that liveth, and erreth 
not ? What errour in Morality hath not abſurd and 
vile Conſequents ? It we mention them, it ſeems 
we are given #þ to a Jamentable ſtate of fin. 

3- I now underſtand why you heap up the words 


of ſomelate Reverend Divines, which I thought did 


make up #tramq paginam in your Exceptions 3 and 
though themſclves might receive a fair Anſwer, 
yet did ſeem your moſt 1rrefragable Argument. Bur 
if, this be ſo, it's vain to diſpute any more : For itT 
bring Scripture or Reaſon, you may ſay, The Di- 
vines are againſt it, If I argue againſt their Opini- 
ons, by ſhewing their abſurdities, you may ſay, What 
profeſſed Adverſary could reproach them more ? It's 
goo groſs to charge Abſurdities or ill Confequents 
on a Doctrine that ſuch men hold. Then muſt 
miltakes dare us and deride-us, when they are got 
into thele holts, we can follow them no further. 

4. What ſay you by Ameſins, that ſaith, That 
there 15ſuch a Concatenation of '. Truths, that who- 
ever denies one, and holdeth one errour, doth by - 
Conſequence overthrow the Foundation ? Caſ.Conf. 
I am not of his mind, unleſs it be limited to ſome 
kind of Truths : But it ſeems then he thought, that 
confequentially every errour denied Chritt the Foun- 
dation : How far was this man given up to re- 
proach, not only the late Reverend Divines, but all 
men living ? far more than I, 

5. M. C. thinks that Chriſt's aTzve Righteouſneſs 
in obeying the Moral Law, is not impnted to us for 
our Righteonſneſs. IT ſuppoſe his Reaſon 15 much 
drawn trom (evcral Abſurditics or il] Conſequenes 
B 4 which 
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which he thinks will follow, if the contrary be af. 
ſerted : Perhaps, that it will make Chri(t's death 
needleſs or yain 3 (for thoſe that ſay as he, do charge 
it with no leſs.) Muſt I therefore lament the condi- 
tion of Mr, C. as one lefF of God, to reproach all 
thoſe Churches and Divines that are againtt him, 
as bad as their profefied Adverſaries do? and fay, 
He makes them deny the death of Chrilt ? 

6+ If I muſt believe as the Church believes, which 
Church is it ? why am Inot as excuſable for bein 
loth to reproach the Church of Chriſt for 12005 it 
not 1400 years after Chriſt (who never made Faith 
the Inſtrament of juſtifying, that I could yet find) 
as accuſable for reproaching ſome part of the Di- 
vines of Exrope for 150 years, by declaring the 
Reafon of my diſſent from the ill Conſequence of 
their Opinions ? If we muſt go to the Poll, neither 
you nor I ſhall be well pleaſed 3 1t to the Ballance, 
to weigh the Authority of Divines, where dwells 
he that muſt hold the ſcales ? 

7. Either we may charge Conſequences on the 
owners of miſtakes, or not : It not, then how 
come I tobe charged with this -hainous crime 3; 
which can be no way made good, but by pretend- 
ing ſuch Conſequence ? If we may, then J might 
do it 5 Which yetI did not on the men, but their 
O40» 

8. If this Conſequence follow not their Dodrine, 
then diſprove it. My proot is this : | He that faith, 
Theact of my Believing is the efficient Cauſe of my 
Juſtification, do:h conſequently ſay, that I juſtihic 
my (elf : But, &c. therefore. | The major is plain, 
in that, [If the act be an Inſtrument, it is the Agensy 
Infirument : But I am the Agent 3 therefore. ] -And 
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if I doby this Inftrumeet produce the effe&, then 
I do pardon my (elf, for that's the effect. 

9. You fay, | Whither will a man's partiality car- 
ry bim, if be be let alone? | 1. That Partiality was 
the cauſe either you do know: or you do wot. If you 
do #ot, according, to my fimple Opinion, you ſhould 
not have ſo ſentenced ; It you do know it, then ej- 
ther diretily by ſeeing my beart from York hither 3 
(which I will not ſuppoſe you to pretend to:} Or 
elſe by ſome certain ſign. Suppoſe you have figns 
of my reproaching our Divines, yet prove by your 
ſigns that I did it through partzalzy: I ſay again, 
prove it. 2. If it were from partiality, then it is 
by ſiding with ſome other party againſt you, whom 
I prefer before you : That party is cither my ſelf 
alone, or ſome others. It others, who be they ? 
Papiſts or Proteſtants? or who 2 I know noparty 
on Earth that I prefer before them, or equal with 
them (which I ſpeak on ſuppofition that I know 
my own heart as well as you do.) If ir be my ſelf, 
then the Charge is much higher : But the prover 
muſt be xapN&y1ugs. To value my .own judg- 
ment before ſo many, and ſuch men, and thence fo 
to reproach them, I confeſs 15 a hainous crime : 
where I know nothing by my ſelf, yet am I not 
thereby juſtified. But ſurely, it I do know my own 
heart, I am partial in all my ſtudies, for thoſe men 
whom I am charged to be partial againſt, even 
againſt my (elf, and all others now living : Bur the 
light of appearing-Truth 1s that which torceth me 
to differ trom them and if I am miſtaken, I have 
riot yet learned a remedy. But certain I am, that 
partly partiality for theſe Reverend men, and part- 
ly the lothnelſs to incur their cenſures, and eſpecial- 
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ly lothnels to occaſion their offence and diſquiet, 
have been ſo ſtrong a temptation to me to ſhut my 
eyes, that I have been ſometimes provoked to ſay, 
[ Depart from me 3 this knowledg i an ungrateful bur. 
then, an offence to my deareſt Friends, and makes men 
take me? as aman of Contention : | (cd vicit_veritas, 
(if I miſtake not.) 

I think he that conſiders, 1. That you have that 
party on'your fide who are a ſironger temptation 
co partiality than any party (beſides Chriſt , his 
Truth, and the ſame men in other things,) that I 
have to ſway me againſt them. 2. And that you 
fo much wſe their words, where I conceive better 
Arguments are wanting, may perhaps ſee cauſe to 
' put it again to the enquiry, Who 1s more likely in 
this Cauſc to be partial ? 

1.As for your inference from Chriſt's words,[ Thy 
F aith hath ſaved thee. | 1 reply, 1. Chriſt did not ſay, 
that I can find, | Thy Faith # the efficient inſtrumental 
cauſe of thy Ron, norlI think any thing equis« 
pollent : For I ſuppoſe he intended no more than 
the intereſt of a Moral Condition; it you take it to 
be ſpoken of ſaving him from his diſeaſe, or from 
the guilt of ſin. But it you. can prove, that it was 
ſpoken of ſaving him from the power of fin by fur- 
ther Sandification, then I will yield, that their 
Faith was ſome cauſe. 2. So far as a man is the cth- 
cient of his own Salvation, I think he may properly 
be called his own Saver: Men are called in Scripture 
the Saviours of othersz why not as truly of them- 
ſclves, when they are ſaid to ſave themſelves ? . It 
it be unfit (as it 1s) to uſe the word Saviour in this 
ſenſe, of a mere man, the Reaſon is not from any 
Logical unfitnefs (unleſs that fo full a name ſhouid 
| not 
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not be unlimitedly given to him , that js the cauſe 
of one part of Salvation, and not the reſtz) but it 
is, becauſe it will be juſtly offenſive, now Chrift 
hath made this his proper name. But can you 
prove, that man doth as truly pardox bimſelf, as he 
doth reform himſelf turther by Faith ? and fo that 
Logically there 1s no more againſt calling him his 
own Pardoner or Juſtifier, than | the ſaver of bimſelf 
from attual fin: | 

11. You ſay, you | bad thought all the glory bad 
belonged to the Agent, and not to the Inſtrument. } 

Reply. 1-, We were not ſpeaking of the glory, 
which is a Moral Intereſt (where ſpoke I a word of 
that ?) but of the Natural Efficiency. 2, I never 
was of your mind, nor ever ſhall be I think. TI 
know as the creature compared to God is aothing, 
ſo its honour compared to his is xothing 3 and I 
know its honcur, as well as its effence and exiſtence, 
is all derived from God. Bat I think God puts an 
honour upon every Infirument that he uſeth, and 
moſt in their belt and nobleſt Works. Proved, 1. The 
Relation to God, the principal Agent, puts an ho- 
nour on it, to be-Tnſtrumentam Dei. 2. The Rela« 


*tion to the end or happy effe, puts an honour on 


on it. 3+ Every Intirument hath an Aptitude to 
its office, and that Aptitude is honourable. 4. All 
free Agents have a Moral honour in being inftra- 
mental to any good, in that they act it voluntarily. 
5. God will commend the Moral actions of his people, 
that were but mere Conditions of the effteht 3 there- 
fore ſurely thoſe that were Inſtruments : And Gods 
commendation doth both ſuppoſe them honourable, 
and put a glory or bonour upon them. 

3+ But it it muſtbe as you ſay you thought it to 
be, 


23 Whether Faith be a cauſe 


yet I pray you remember to do me this right, as 
when-ever I give more to Obedience, or leſs to Faith 
than you would have me, do not charge me with 
derogating from the hoxour of Faith, ſeeing xo glory 
is due to it as an Iaſtrument ! And if I do give lets 
to Chri/t than you, tell me of it, and ſpare not, 

He next asks, | Whether they that make Faith an 
Tiſtrument, do deny any more than I (who make both 
Faith and Works Conditions) that none but God can 
forgive ſins ? | 

Reply. I think they do deny it more than T. 1 
confels they do not make man the prixcipal Cauſe; 
but in making him the Inſtramental, they make him 
as an Inſtrument under God to pardon himſelf, 1 
think. The cfte& may be aſcribed to every Cauſe, 
according to the nature and proportion of its Cau- 
fality : But Conditions are no Cauſes as ſuch, 

2. You make both Faith and Works Conditions of 
Salvation 3 i. e. Glorification : And is not that as 
much againtt the honour of Chriſt, as making them 
the Conditions of Juſtification in Judgment ? If it 
were true, that one were diſhonourable to him, it 
would be as true of the otherz but is indeed true of 
neither. d | 

Here I remember the like great offence that you 
took before at theſe few words | James took not Cal- 
vin's counſel, | when you had ſaid, Calvin's coun- 
ſel was not to uſe the phraſe, of being juſtified by 
Works, Aud you ſay, that | it contains #othing but 
a taunt againſt Calvin, and that it's unworthy uſage 
of ſo Reverend a man.] 

Reply. Truly, I do reverence ſcarce any name, 
ſince the Apoliles days, or at leaft fince Anftin, 
more than Calvin's : And there was not in me, that 
| | 
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I know of a taunting intent 3 nor do I ſee any thing 
in thoſe words that contain ſuch unworthy ufage 
as you expreſs. The words fignihie but this, | James 
his praftice was contrary to the counſel that Calvin 
there gives, not to uſe the terms, of being Jaſtified by 
Works : ] 1 thought the Emperor or the Pope 
would have endured as hard language as this. Cer- 
tain I am, the greateſt perſons in honour Ecclefiaſti- 
cal or Civil that ever I knew, would not have taken 
it for ſuch unworthy uſage (as far as I can be cer 
cain by their making lighter of far worſe.) Truly I 
fear, that this extream high expeRation of ſuch ſu- 
periative Honour in the Miniſters, is the great thing 
that threatens our calamity : When the example of 
the fall of the Roman Clergy by Lzther, hath no 
more humbled us. 

After this again, you bid me, | put not off Calvin 
with a taunt, as I did before. | But I have faid more 
to. theſe by-pages than I thought to have done. 

The ſum of all is this,I underſtand not what Cauſe 
it is that you call Cauſa applicans, till you tell me. 
But I verily thick that you are of my mind, and do 
not know it, and that you mean with Dr. Twiſſe 
canſam diſpoſitivam (for 1o he oft faith, Faith is of 
Juſtification ;). which 1s but DifpoſitioRecipientis, and 
is part of the ſubjective material Cauſe,and no efi- 
cient at allz ſome call it a paſlive freceivings In- 
ſirument : And indeed conditio prefſtita is difpoſi- - 
tio morals reciptents In the mean time, I pra 
you take it rather for a depreſſing Faith (which yet 
\you ſay the glory belongs not to as Inſtrument ) than 
for an advancing Works, it I ſay that Faith is no ef- 
fictent Cauſe of Juliihcation. 


Contr. 
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Controv. 4. | Mr. C. acknowledgeth but one Law, 
from which the Covenant #4 diſtintt ; and I make two 


diſtin Laws. 


therefore ſhall ſay little now 3 the rather, becauſeI 
take what is ſaid to Mr. C. to remain fatisfactory 
for all his Auſwers. Only I ſhall briefly explain my 
meaning about this. 


Prop. 1. A Law is Debiti (vel juris) conſftitutio 
Authboritativa, vel fignum voluntatis ReGoris debitum 
conſtituensr. This Dctinition is not of Lex, as di- 
Rin from Precept, Priviledg, Contraft, in the nar- 
row ſenſe 3 but as it is the Conſtitution of all Moral 
right or due, and {o the a is adequate to the pro- 
du@' debitum. This is called Fus 3 which word 
fignifieth both Fus Conſtitmens, and Fus Conſtitutum. 
The firſt is, Law in the #rue general nature of it ; 
the ſecond is Debitum. Even ContraQds do oblige 
by an exerciſe of that Imperinm which a man hath 
over his own ations and himſelf : Or elfe they arc 
not efficiently obligatory at all, but only the Anze- 
cedent Conditions > which when man hath put, God 

ſeconds them with an Obligation. 


Prop. 2. The parts of a Law are two: 1, One is 
the Conſtitution of what ſhall be due from us. This 
is called Precept, de agendo vel non agendo (which is 
Prohibition :) This conſtituteth the debitum officiz. 
2. The ſecond is the Conſtirntion of what ſhall be due 
to w. This is twofold : 1. Of Good. 2, Of Evil. 
1. Of Good: And that is twofold, 1. Abſolately 
| given, 


To this I have ſpoken at large to others, and . 
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given, without any Condition 3 which is commonly 
called the a&t of God qua Benefattor, but fo is all 
giving whatſoever 3 yet is it his a as Legiſlator too. ,, 
2. Conditionally : Which hath two as, 1. To con- 
ftitute the Fus ad Datum, or the Debitum b | 
2+: To conſtitute the Condition of that Fus or Debi- 
inm. And that is, 1. The Condition of our firſt 
right. 2. Or of our continued right. 3. The Cons 
ſtitution de Debito malt pene, 15 ever conditional, i.e. 
propter culpam : And though the word Condition is 
commonly uſed in bonam partem, as a member of 
Promiſes and Contrads, yet is it truly and properly 
allo ufed iz malam partem, as a member of the 
Threatniyg. 


Prop. 3. All the Do@rines, Narratives, Hiſtori- 
cal and Prophetical found in Scripture, are Adjuntts 
of God's Law in the ſtrifteſt ſenſe; and parts of it 
in-a larger ſenſe; yea, they are figna Conſftituentia 
Debitum, and ſo true parts of Law itrictly taken in 
their Remote uſe, though in their zeareſt uſe they 
are but Adjuntts ; even as Narratives of the matter 


and occaſion, are in many Statute-Laws of this 
Land. 


Prop. 4+ All the generical eſſence of a Law, is found 
in each individwal 3 and there needeth no other form, 
but mere matter for the reception of that general 
aature, to make an individual Law. 


Prop» 5. The Specification of Laws therefore, is 
not ſo proper as the Specification of Subſtantial Be- 
ings, but a Moral, leſs proper Specthcation, 


Prop. 
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Prop. 6. Laws may be ſaid ſpecifically to differ, 
and be diſtinguiſhed theſe ways : 1. From the ſpeci- 
al exd ; ſpecially when the ends are much diliant 
gar of each other. 2: From the very 

mails, when the dificrence is very great, and ſo 
from tne Condition of Premiant or Penal acts. 
3- From Divers Efficients, 1. e. Legiſlators, or the 
divers grounds ot Legiſlative right, and ſo of Le- 
giſlation. 4- From the ſignifying matter 3 and ſo 
{ome are written, ſome verbal, &c. 5. From the 
ſtate of the ſubjeF to whom the Laws are given: 
6- From the number of parts : So {ome are only 
Precepts , ſome are only for reward upon duty , 
{ſome only for divifion of Inheritance, or Con- 
Kitution of particular Rights without Conditions, 
Some have all the forementioned parts, Preceptive, 
Penal and Premiant : For they are not eſſential 
parts of a Law iu Genere, but only of ſome Laws in 
ſpecie, from the order of effefiing. Some are made 
immediately by the Sovercign Power 3 ſome the 
Sovereign makes mediately , by giving power to 
others to make them as Under-Laws of Corpo- 
rations, &c. fo from the manner of the Sanction, as 
remediable, or remedile(s, Reward and Penalty. 


Pro.7. The word{ Law )agreeth properly to all the 
parts of God's Law, taken ſingly 3 not only to the 
Precept and Commination,but alſo the Promiſe: Yea, 
it is as properly called a Law as a Covenant 3 becauſe 
a Law doth but Fus Conſtituere & Obligare ſab- 
ditum , but a Covenant is a ſelf-obliging, and a 
making a duty to our ſelves, and fo putting a Law 


upon our ſ{clves. Now in the moſt ſtrict ſenſe, God 
cans 
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cannot be ſaid to be obliged,(as Durandus and others 
ſhew :) But in that the perfect Goodneſs, Veracity, 
Fidclity and Immutability of God doth aſcertain to 
us the thing promiſed 3 therefore, after the manner 
of men, we may ſay, that God by his Word doth 
oblige himſelf, who yet ſtrictly cannot be a Debtor : 
And thus God is ſaid to Covenant. 


Prop. $. This ſame act of Promiſe is called a Lw 
and a Covenant 'in fcveral reſpetts. It's called 4 
Lar, in that it is the ad of 4 Refor, pcrtormed to 
the ends of Government, impoting on us the a& of 
conſenting, and annexing a reward and penalty. 

Thus itis Lex ſtricta difta. It is called a Cove- 
nant, partly as God doth, as it were, engage him- 
{elf: (And fo the mere Promile is a fmple Covenant) 
partly as he requireth man's Promiſe or Conſent to the 
terms (and ſo it is a propounded or tendered Cove- 
nant-matual 3) and partly as man doth attally re- 
promiſe and engage himlelt to God, and accept the 
terms of God's Covenant : (And fo it is an actual), 
mutual Covenant or Contract.) But it is called Tus 
Conſtituens, a Law in the general ({enſe, as it is tac 
Conſtitution of Right howlocver, 


Prop. 9. Though the true nature of a Law be? 
found in each of the formentioned acts ſingly, vec 
it is the preceptive Act that is molt eminently to cal- 
led, eſpecially as (diſ-junctively) taking in the Pe- 
nal Aft with it, explicitely or umplicitely. And 
ſo the great and eminent work of. Laws is ob1iz2re 
aut ad Obedientiam aut ad pxnam, and the fremt nt 
Ac is not of ſuch conſtant uſe and neceility, 
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Prop. 10.. The word [Law] therefore is m re 
comprehenſive than the word | Covenant ] firiGtlys 
taken 3 the forrhcr, being properly uſed as of e 
fingle a& fore-mentioned 3 the latter only of the 
Promiſe. Yet is the whole Law ſometimes called 
a Covenant from the Promiſe, which is a noble part 
of it ; but that is an improper Appellation, as cal- 
| ling the whole by the name of a part : But the other 
is more proper, as calling the whole and each part 
by the name of that general Eſſence which doth 
inform each part, and the whole. Properly' there- 
fore God's Covenants are his Laws (unleſs when 
the name Covenant is improperly uſed of mere Pre- 
ditions , and then Remotely and ReduQively they 
are Laws ) but all God's Law is not a Cove- 


nant. 


Prop. 11. According to the forementioned ways 
of Specification, God's Laws may be thus ſpecified 
and diſtributed ; 1, As from the ſpecial ends. And 
ſo God's Laws are either, 1. For the obliging the 
Subject to perfect obedience 5 or for the recovering and 
reſtoring him from his revolt, and from his miſery. 
The former is alfo, 1. As obliging to obedience eve- 
ry way perfeft : This was the Law given to Adam 

in Innocency, and it doth not ſo oblige us now : 
\ For it cannot obligare ad preteritum,and to du- 
ty, ſo far as Penalty is ſuffered for former xoy- 
performance. 2. Qras obliging to perfed obedience 
only for the future, as (uppoling former fn ; 
x And lo it is the general Law of God, and that 
Law of Nature which (ijll remains in force to 
faln Mankind, obliging him (till to obey or ſuffer, 
2. The 
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2. The recovering Law is ſpecified both,. r. As ic 
; reftoreth rebelling Apoſtatizing man* to God and bis 
4 FL I» Tichoatively, by Repentance and Faith. 
* $32: Progreſively, by ſincere Obedience, through San- 
d Aification. 3. Perfefity,in Glory. And2. As it reſtoreth 
| undone, loſt, condemned max trom his miſery, 1. Ke- 
| Latively, by Gift. 2. Really, as in thz three tore-men- 
tioned degrees. . For that which brings us to God, 
* | (to Obedience, as the means to pleaſe him as the 
| end) doth thereby reſtore us from our own Mi- 
1 I ery. 
2. God's Laws are ſpecified from their matter, 
thus : | 
: 1. As to the Precept : God hath a Law ( or 
' | had) whoſe matter was perfe&# Obedience (as be- 
* | fore-defcribed :) And he hath a Law, whoſe mat- 
ter is Repentance for Imperfe&ion, Faith in him that 
refloreth us from fin, and ſiacere Obedience for the 
5 | futnre to God-Redeemer. 
2. As fromthe matter of the Promiſory part : 
| | So God had a Law made to Adam, which (as Di- 
> | vines do think, and it is very probable) did promiſe 
| | Adam not only Immunity from God's Wrath, 
* | Death, &c. but alfo a Celeftial Glory afterward, in 
- | cafe of his'perie& Obedience. God hath now a 
| | Law, by which he promifeth to give Chriſt himſelf 
> | to be our Head, Hasband, and Lord, and Saviour, 
and with him Remiſton , Adoption , Fuſtification, 
the Spirir of the Redeemer, and a Glorificatio# with 
our Head, where we ſhall for ever praiſe him that 
* | hath redeemed us to God by his Blood, and made 
| us Kings and Prieſts to God 3 and in order thereto, 
) | that he will by degrees take off our fin by Sancti- 
fication, and our penal mifery by Prefcrvations, 
C9 D:liver- 
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Deliverances, Conſolations, and;at laſt by the Re- 
ſarrcion and final Abſolution. 'Theſe things were 
not the matter of the firſt Promiſe. 

3. As to the Threataizg, (though ſome ſay that 
the New-Law hath #o threatning : yet) 1. God's 
Law purely Moral, 1. Did threaten to man in In- 
noccncy, Death in general , which contained the 
lols of God's Favour and Spirit, and of his pre- 
ſeut fclicity, aud his hopes of what was promiſed 
for the future 3 together with the pains and diſſo- 
lution of his body, and everlaſting pains (at leaſt) 
to his Soul : Which pain would much conſiſt in the 
eripcs of Conſcience for his not-continuing, his In- 
nocency, and in the {cnſe of his miſery in the fore- 
ſaid Loſs. 2. The ſame Law of Nature,called Moral, 
as ſtill contiaued to faly man,doth threaten upon cvery 
furthcr Tranſgreſſion, the zxcreaſe 'of our foreſaid 
miſcry (fo. far as we are capable ſubjects; ) and doth 
by more rexe wed Obligations, bind on us the ſame. 

2. God hath betides this, his ſpecial Law of 
Grace, which threatexeth more than the Law did to 
Adam, or as mercly natural it doth to any: (l 
inean as it is made to. man as man, and for obedi- 
ence as ſuch, and not a$1tis made to man as redeem- 
ed for Recovery and Reſtoration : ) that is, This New- 
Law thrcatneth the loſt and privation of. all that good, 
which we bctore ' mentioned, as: the matter ot its 
promiſe 3+ as the loſs of Chriſt himſelf, that he ſhall 
be no Head, Husband, or effte&ual Saviourto us 
nor be our Advocate. with God to juſtihe-us, nor 
intercede for our Salvation : We ſhall loſe all the 
hopes we had of God's favour, as to be reſtored by 
tim. and of the Remiſſion of our fins, and of Ju- 
tihcatiou and Adoption , and of the ſanctifying 

Spirit 
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pirit, and all the Conſolations of God, the j Joy and 
peace in beheving, the deliverance from the Capti - 
vity of Satan, and from the dominion of fin, the 
right by promiſe to the bleſſings of this Life, and to 
cternal Glory, as purchaſcd and reſtored, and of 6- . 
| val Abfolution in Judgment. The pain of ſe /: 
 Þ allo is much more than the firſt Law did theeatie : 
For as in general it will be a fur / ſorer puniſh ment, 10 
ſpecially it will be inflicted tor ingratitade againtt 
the Redeemer z and it will muck conlift, r. la the 
| _ of the greatneſs ot the fore-mentioned loſs. 
| « In the gripes of Confcience tor their ingratitude, 
wk wiltul neglccting and rejecting of fo great and 
tree a Salvation. 

And whereas fome ſay, It is n Privation, and 
conſequently no puniſhment, to loſe that which they ne- 
ver had. 

I anſwer, It is very falfe : Tt they had but an offer 
; of,it and conditional Promiſe/{pccially fo true and rg 
So one) and were put: into a po tvility of it, and 
; | way toattain it, fo that their own retulal only * 
priveth them of 1t (or their Impenitency and Inpra- 
titude) this is properly a Privation and a Penalty : 
Though it's true, according to their Doctrine that 
| deny Chriſt's general Satisfaction, and that he pur 
chaſed to all men a poſſibility of recovery, it would 
be no puniſhment to mils of it, as being but a Ne- 

ation, and no Privation. 

4+ Alſo and molt principally trom the matter of 
the ſeveral Conditions of the penal and premiane 
Acts, are God's Laws ſpecified and ditiinguiſhed, 
The Condition of the firlt Threatning , was the 
leaſt particular (in; the Condition of the Threat- 
ning of the New- Law, 15 only final Imponitency, In- 
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us, in reſpect to the penalty of everlaſting wrath 
and death : But lefſer fins are oft puniſhed with 
ſome withdrawings of the Spirit of Grace , and 
{ome ſenſe of God's diſpleaſure, and temporal af- 
fiictions. The Condition of thre Promiſe of the firſt 
Law was perfect obedience, without the leaſt fin : 
This is now ccaſcd (though Mr. C. deny it) 3 for, 
T- The matter of the Condition now would be yas 
turaliter impoſſibile : man having once ſinned, it is 
impoſſible he thould be perfect, and that which is 
done, ſhould again be undone. It 1s therefore an 
zntolerable conceit for us to conceive, that God of- 
ters life to finners, on cendition that they be not 
finners 3 and that he hath a Covenant in this form, 
[ IF thou bave not ſinned in Adam, thou ſhalt live.| 
God*s Promiſes run not upon terms of natural im- 
poſlibility : For ſuch a Promiſe is indeed a Threaten- 
zag or-Sentence, and no Promife , and is equivalent 
in Law-ſenſe to this | Becauſe thou haſt ſinned in 
Adam, thou art guilty of Death. | 2. The Condi- 
tions of the Promiſes are fwtare or preſent uſually, 
and not ſomewhat paſt 3 at leaſt, where Duty is the 
matter of the Condition, as here it is. And when 
the time of the Condition 1s expired (as it is when 
it is become naturally impoſſhble)the Promiſe ceaſcth. 
3- God is, as1t were, obliged by his Promiſe, while 
It is in force : But when the Condition 1s abſolute- 
ly violated, God can no longer ttand obliged. Our 
Covenant-breaking diſobligeth him. 4. Ceſſante na- 
tural; ſubjefii capacitate ceſſat promiſſio : But the ca- 
pacity of all Mankind is ceaſed of receiving the be- 
nefit of the firſt Covenant on its terms z therc- 
forc, &c. 
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Mr. C. faith, This would as well prove, that the 
Precept yh, becauſe man is uncapable of obey« 
ing it. 

T anſwer, I. A man loleth Benefits by his own 
fault, but no man muſt be freed from Duty or Pe. 
nalty by his own fault, Nemo ex proprio erimine 
commodum recipit, we may loſe our own right by our 


-fin, but God lofeth not his. 2. The Law n_ 


ceaſe to oblige us to Obedience abſolutely perfett : 
doth not command usnow that we ſhall ot be _ 
ty of Adam's fin.3.But for the time to come,Obedience 
15 not aaturaliter impoſſibile, but only moraliter per 
accidens ex prava diſpoſitione, which aggravates lin, 
but excuſeth not from duty : But our capacity of 
the Reward, on the terms of that Covenant, is as 
naturally impoſſible, as it is tor contradictory Pro- 
politions to be both true, | Peccavimus in Adamo, ] 
and, | Non peccavimus in Adamo. ] 

Mr. C. objc&eth, That it may ſeem unveaſouable 
that the Promiſe ceaſt, and the Threat be in force. 

I anſwer, The contrary 1s true : Nothing more 
reaſonable, than that man's fin ſhould forfeit his ow 
right, and diſoblige God, without forfciting God's 
right, and dilobliging themſelves, So much of the 
Condition of the Promiſe of the firſt Law. 

Now I add for Compariſon:: The Condition of 
the Covenant, or Promiſe of the Law of Grace, 
1s Faith, Repentance, and new Obedience , which 
much differs trom the former Condition. Of this 
more fully anon, So much of the Specihcation ot 
God's Laws by the Conditions, the Promiſe and 
Threat 3 and (o - of the Specification of them from 
the matter of each part. 
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40 Of the diberſity 


3. God's Laws are ſpecificd from the divers Re- 
lations of the Legiſlator, and the divers rights of 
Government : And fo God's firſt Law of Nature 
was made by him as Creator, or as Rettor ex jure 
Creations : But his Law of Graceis made by him 
as Redeemer, or as Reftor ex jure Redemptionis. Here 
I might cafily ſhew a multitude of miſchievous er- 
rours that follow the denying univerſal Redempti- 
on quoad pretium & ſatis fattionem: Put I pals them, 
Eſpecially note here theſe three things following : 
1. That the jus Redemptionis doth not deltroy the 
the former jus Creationis 3 but ſuppoling it is aha ot 
added to it, and ſomewhat ſubordinate. 2- That 
therefore the Law of God, as Creator _ not de. 
ltroycd or abrogated by the Law of the Redeemer, 
but is ſuperadded, and that in a certain Subordi- 
nation to it. 3. That yet the ſaid Law of Creation 
ſtands not now alone (as God's right of Creation 
ro the Government ſtands not alone, but conjunct 
with his right of Redemption:) And therefore, 
I. The Threatening is not now remedileſs as then it 
was, but conjunct with, and potcntially or virtu= 
ally deliroyed by the remedying Law. 2. And 
therefore the Precept is not now to the ſame exds 
only, or whelly as before the fall : The immediate 
end indeed is the ſame, that is, that man be obliged 
to Duty to his Creator z but remotely there 1s this 
change, the end is not now to retain perfect man in 
his perfection, nor to keep him from falling from 
his firſt iclicity, or forfeiting his right to the be- 
ncfit of that Covenant: And the immediate re- 
mining end, remaineth not alone; For the Law 
of Nature is not now only to oblige us to obey the 
Creator, but alſo the Redeemer ; And it 15 alſo to 

be 
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be the Rule of our fincere Obedience, which is 
the Condition of our Salvation : So that now the 
Law of Nature (or the 'Moral Law) 15 the Law of 
God as Crcator and Redeemer both : For all things 
are dclivered into the hands of Chriſt, and there- 
fore the Laws. As if the Subjects and Laws of a 
Nation of pardoned Rebels, ſhould by the King be 
delivered to his Son as their Governor, having pro- 
cured their pardon : So that there are no Laws in 
the World now but the Redeemers Laws But yet 
we mult {till obſerve a wide difference between his 
Law of Grace, which 15 proper to God- Redeemer as 
Redcemer 3 and this remnant of the Law ot Na- 
ture, which the Redeemer found the ſinner under when 
he redeemed bim, and which was with the finner de- 
livered vp to him, partly ſtill to oblige the ſtoner to 
duty, partly to oblige him to puniſhment, that fo 
he might be a fit ſubject for the Law of Redempti- 
on, Whoſe very nature is to be a remedying Law, 
to diffolve the obligation oft the former. 

4. God's Laws alſo are ſpecihed, or at leaſt di- 
verlifed by the difterent matter of the ſign. And fo 
ſome Laws of God contiſt in his Revelations by the 
mere Works of Nature, within us, and without us5 
in which we may read much of God's mind 3 the 
invilible things of God being fcen in the things that 
are made, fo far as to leave men without excuſe. 
This is now commonly called the Law of Nature : 
Other Laws God hath revealed by Works indeed, 
but it is ſupernatural Works : And fo Chritt's Life, 
Miracles, Death, Reſurrection, giving the Spirit, 
wcre a real Law to the World that cou'd know 
them : For they were figns of God*s Will 4e De- 
bito Credendi, &c. Other Laws God hath revealed 


by 
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by word of mouth, others by Inſpiration, others 
by Writing 3 which are now his principal ſtanding 
Laws, adjoyninz to that of Nature (and contain- 
ing its matter.) 

5. God's Laws are divers, according to the di- 
vers ſtates of the ſubje&t. And ſo God's firſt Law 
was to innocent Man in his Friendſhip, and in ſome 
felicity. God's remedying Law of Grace (yea, and 
his remnant of the pure Morals)is made to mas faln: 
But with this difference z The Morals as ſuch, re- 
main to oblige man gi peccator, not only qua pecca® 
tor. But tne Law of Grace is to oblige, and to rc- 
cover a inner qua peccator Redemptus & Reſtau- 
randus eft. And as Laws of men are diſtinguiſhed, 
ſome being for defending the juſt, ſome for puniſh- 
ing the ##jz«t z ſome for loyal Subjects, ſome for 
thoſe that have been diſloyal, &c. ſo may we ſay of 
God's Laws. But the differing ends here included 
are more conliderable, 

6. So from tne wumber of Parts, or the fſeve- 
ral Rights conſtituted, are God's Laws diſtinguith- 
ed. Some conſtitute only the dxeneff of Duty - or 
Penalty : (as the remnant of the Law of Nature, or 
pure Mora!s, which loſt the adjoyned Promiſe, and 
fo ſtood alone to Adam betore the Promiſe was 
made : I ſay aloe, though not without mercy and 
pollibility of remedy, yet without any Promiſe of a 
xcmedy revealed.) Other Laws of God have Pre- 
cept, Promiſe and Threatning, as is aforeſaid. 

7. Some Laws are of God's own immediate en- 
ating, though he may uſe a Scribe to cauſe the ſign, 
or a Hcrald to promulgate them, yet no ones Jill 
enterpoſeth to give them a Being : Such are the Laws 


of Nature and Scripture, Other Laws of God __ 
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ſo his, as that immediately they are the Laws of 
men : Such are all Laws of Common=wealths and 
Churches, which are not againſt God's ſpecial Laws, 
but according to their general Determinations and 
Direcions 3 Which are all only as Under-Laws, to 
be made and altered pro re #4ata3 which it was not 
fit ſhould be determined a-like to all Ages and Na- 
tions by one univerſal, ſtanding Law 3 nor yet did 
God think fit to be called down to every alteration, 
ſo as to be the viſible Governour of cachChurch and 
Commonwealety: And therefore he hath entruſtcd a 
certain Legiſlative power tor ſuch under-Laws in 
the hand of his Officers 3 and what they do, ac- 
cording to his Commiſſion, he owneth and maketh 
it his own Laws; and fo commandeth us in the 
Fifth Commandment to obey them. 

8. Laſtly, God's Laws are much differenced 
from the manner of the Santiion. And fo the 
Threatning of his firſt Law, though it ſhewed xo 
remedy, yet it excluded not all poſſibility of remedy 
nor was a peremptory «ndiſſolvable Obligation: Much 
leſs is the remaining part of it fo now, when the 
Covenant of Grace is made. But the Threatzing 
of the Law of Grace, to the final non-performers 
of the Conditions of that Covenant, is a peremptory 
Threatning, and its Obligation is remedileſt aud un- 
diſſokvable. This is becauſe God hath adjoyned to 
it- a PrediGion, that there ſhall be no more Sacrifice 
for fin, nor remedy, nor eſcape. Thus much of the 
ſeveral Specifications or Diſtributions of God's 
Laws. 

'  - Here note theſe two things : 

1. That Ihave not inſtanced all this while, in 
the Law of the Jews Church or Commonwealth as. 
ſuch, 
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ſuch, becauſe the Explication of it hath ſuch difi- 
culties, that cannot thus obiter and curſorily be 
opened. 

2, From what 1s {aid 1t may appear, that the firlt 
and moſt eminent diſtribution of God's Laws, as 
Randing at the greateti difference, is between that 
made to Adam in Innocency, and that made by the 
Redeemer for our Recovery. For in almoſt all the 
forementioned reſpects are they differenced, as I 
have ſhewed alrcady. And the ſecond moſt emi- 
nent diſtribution ot God's univerſ(®Laws, is into 
the remnant of the Law of Nature, Creation, or 
pure Morals, as now put into the hand of the Re- 
deemer > and the proper Law of the Redeemer bc- 
ing Lex remedians, a Law of Grace. 

Note allo, That becauſe the Covenaut or Promi- 
fory part 1s the principal part of thy Law, it being 
purpolely a remedying Law, an AG of Oblivion, 
therefore it is more commonly called the Covenant 
than the Law, and more commonly and properly 
called the Promiſe than the ("ovenant 3 and frequent- 
ly alſo (or ſometime) a Teſtament (though ſome de- 
ny itz) and oft a Conſtitution, Diſpoſition, Ordina- 
tion, which is a Law, and ottand properly alfo cal- 
leda Law. But the Law of Works with Adam, 
was principally contained in the Precept and Comi- 
mination > inforauch, as it ſeemeth a very hard Con- 
troverſie with ſome, Whether there were any Cove- 
#ant or Promile at all or no. There is none found 
written, unleſs implied in the Threat 3 and that is 
hard to beconcluded, ſcing every threat of death 
implicth not a promiſe of everlaſting lite : And 
wicther it were contained in natzre or #0, 15 hard to 
{ay. 
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Paretts is Proem. ad Comment. in Rom. denieth 
that there is any Covenant of Nature, but only of 
Grace; and faith, God cannot naturally be ob- 
liged to the Creature. Others think, that 
though in point of Commntative Juſtice he could 
not, yet as Refor ob fines Regiminis ſecundum Juſti- 
11am diſtributivam, he was quaſi obligatus, to re- 
ward man pertcaly obeying, though how far they 
dare not ſay. Theſe things are Ift very dark, or 
at leati, we (ce little of them. But (though it be 
probable by ſome paſſages in the Goſpel, and ſome= 
what in Reaſon, that Adam had a Promiſe not only 
of continuing;in that fclicity, but of a greaterz yet) 
I never read, to my remembrance ,- the nzme of 
Covenant or Promiſe uled of that Law to Adam. 

The third moti obſcrvable diſtribution of God's 
Laws, is between the Law-given by Moſes to' the 
Church and Common-wealth of the Jews, and the 
Promiſe or Law of Grace by Feſws Chriſt. The dit- 
ferences I will not now adventure on 3 only I fhall 
ſay theſe three things: 1. That one was but particular 
to one people, the other univerſal : 2. That among 
the Jews, this was by an exccllency called the Law, 
ſo that they. in a manucr appropriated that term to 
it,as if they knew no other Law. 3. That therefore 
in PauPs Epililes it is this Fudicial Law that is com- 
monly called | The Law, | and which he diſputeth 
againſt dircly ard cxpreſly in the Dodtrine of Ju- 
ſiification, and whoſe Abrogation he ſo contends 
for, and which he ſcts againſt the Law ot Faith, 
and the Grace and Truth that came by Jefus Chrilt. 
It this be not obſerved, the Scripture , cfpccially 
PauPs Epiſtles, will not be underliood, 


The 
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The fourth moſt obfervable difference between 
God's Laws.,is between the Law of Grace,or the Pro- 
miſe as before Chriſt.,and the ſame as after Chriſt. This 
difference, though very great, yet is moſtly but acci- 
dental in the Promulgation. At firlt it was reveal- 
'£d more obſcurely, and after more clearly : At firſt 
eminently to oue Nation, and after wniverſally to the 
Catholick Church (and for the gathering of it firſt ;) 
So that the term { Goſpel] is appropriate to that Pub- 
lication, which was after Chriſt; and the former 
. called only the Promiſe. Yet ſome difference more 
than accidental here is between theſe two : For, 
I. They before { brift, were bound to believe only 
in a Meſſiah in-general 3 we are bound to believe that 
Feſus Chriſt is he, or we ſhall die in our fins : They 
were to believe in him as to come; we, as come al- 
ready: A more general dark Belief would ſave them; 
it was not fo neceſſary to Salvation to know his 
Death, and Reſurrefion, and Aſcenſion, and coming 
again to Fudgment ; (for ſure the Diſciples were in 
a ſtate of Salvation, when they knew not theſe :) 
But now all theſe are neceſfary to Salvation to be 
known. 2. The matter of their Obedzence to. the 
Redeemer, was not then the ſame as now : Then 
they muſt ſhew ſincere Obedience partly in obfer- 
ving the Fewiſh Law 3 but now-not ſo: Nay, we 
have Sacraments newly inſtituted, and Churches 
otherwiſe ordered, &c. 3. More of the Spirit and 
Grace was poured out after Chriſt than before 3 in- 
ſomuch, as that eminent degree hath the name of 
[ the Spirit] oft appropriated to it; And fo it is 
{faid, the Diſciples had not yet received the Spirit, 
becauſe Chriſt was not yet glorified: And it 1s 


called the Spirit of Promiſe , that is the promiſcd 
Spirit. 
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Spirit, So much for the Diſtribution of God's 
Laws 


Prop. 12. The nature or uſe of a Law, is to be 
the rule of our actions, and of Ged's Judgment : 
Regula atiionum Moralium, & norma judicii, becauſe 
it conſtituteth what is due both from «ws, and 
fo Ws, 


Prop. 13. Whatever Law therefore is in force for 
us to live by, we mult neceſſarily be judged by it : 
And whatever Law wearc judged by, we mult ei- 
ther be juſtified or condemned by : For judging is the 
genus, Which exiſlteth not but in theſe Becies of Ab- 
ſolution and Condemnation» 


Prop. 14+ To juftifie or condemn a man according 
to the Law, as the rule of Judgment is to judg that 
the reward is due, or not due z or the puniſhment due, 
Or. #ot due to him, according to the tenor of that 
Law 3 that is,that he is gz3lty,or not gwalty,when he 
is charged witha fault, and to have no right to 
the reward, or to be liable to the penalty, becauſe 
of his fault. 


Prop. 15- To be gailtleſs, is to be juſt in ſenſi 
forenſi againſt theſe Accuſations : To be one, 1. That 
is faultleſs; 2. Or to whom the benefit or reward is 
due, or to whom the penalty is ot dxe according to 
that Law, this is to be juſt. 


Prop. 16. He that is this juſt , is therefore juſli- 
fied, becauſe he is juſt ; For the juſtitis Canſe, & 
ita perſone quoad banc cauſam, is it which is to be 
enquired 
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enquired after as the buſineſs of the day : And it is 
the Ofhce of the juſt Fudg,i to, juſtifie the juſt qus 
tals, becauſe they are juft and condemn the unjuſt, 
becauſe they are #njuſt, For to juſtifie, is but to 
ſentence him juſt 3 that is, juſt, becauſe be #4 juſt. Tt 
is therefore impoſlivle for any man to have juſtitiam 
cauſe, 2 juſt Cauſe, or Righteouſneſs of his Cauſe 
at God's Bar, and yet not to be juſtified by it. 


Prop. 17. Yet that which is the cauſe of Juſtih- 
cation in ſexſ# forenſi, is not always a proper cauſe 
in a Phyſical ſenſe ; but ſometime only an Antece- 
dent, or Diſpoſitzo materie, Or Canſa ſine qua non : 
The Cauſe thar is to be tricd, 


Prop. 18. Though mediately ( quod ad reatum 
culpe) it be the Precept that will be the rule tojudg 
men juſt or unjuſt by, yet ultimarely it is the pexat 
or premiant a& of theLaw,the Promiſe or theThreat- 
 ing,which is it that concludeth men jt or anjuſt, 
and is the immediate rule of juſtifying or condemn- 
ing them, and not the Precept or Prohibition. Theſe 
do but determine de Debito Officit, or what was of 
ſhall be due from us to God, but the final buſineſs of 
the Judgment, is to determine what is due from 
God tous : And this is conſtituted in the Promule 
and the Threatning, only. 


Prop. 19. It is therefore the Condition of that Pro- 
miſe or Threatning, that will be the very thing by 
which we muſt be tried : (For the Condition is part 
of the Promiſe which is conditional.) And the 
Queſtion of the day will be, Whether we did per- 


form that Condition of the Promiſe or not ? and fo; 
Whether 
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Whether'the Condition of the Threatning be found 
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upon us br not. | 


Prop. 20.' That which is our performance of the 
Condition. of the Promiſe, and not committing 
the Condition of the Threat, is therefore our Ma- 
terial Righteouſneſs, by which we are jultificd 1n 
that Judgment againſt the Accuſation of - non-per- 
- formance. 


Prop. 21, As there was a Two fold Law entire, 
confiltinp of Precepts, Threatning, and Promiſe, 
( or at leaft'the two firſt, by the conſent of all, 
were in the Firſt Law) made upon a double ground 
of Legiſlation, to a different End, a different Sub- 
jeR, ehe-' {o is there a Two-fold Fudgment, and (o 
a Two-fold Fuſftification and Condenmation :- One by 
God as Redor,according to the pure Law of Works, 
as Creator : The other by God in Chriſt as Redeemer 
and Refor of the Redeemed World, upon the terms, 
and\ by the Law of Grace, The Judgment of 
God-Creator, according to the Law of Works, 
hath two parts and ſeaſons, according as that Law 
doth much differ as it ſtood entirely in Innocency, 
and. without Remedy, till the promiſe of Grace 3 
and as it ſtands'in part, and' with that Redecming 
Promiſe fince. | 

I. The firſt Judgment that God held, was after 
the Fall of Adams, when as Creator according to 
that firſt Law, he fat upon the Offcndors, and 
paſſed the Sentence of Condemnation on all Mankind : 
but before the Execution, yea even in the Fudgment, 
the Mediator as it were interpoſing'3 . that is, God in 
mercy reſolving upon, and promiling-a way for 
the 
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the reſcuing of the Offendor by the” SatisfaQtion of 
his Juſticez he look*d upon that SatisfaQion and 
Sacrifice as in eſſe morali z and upon conſideration of 
it as future, he paſt a Sentence of Conditional Abſs. 
Iution and Pardon, in a Promiſe of the Mcſſhas to 
bruiſe the Serpent, ' But this was but ſomewhat 
obſcurely done : Hereupon he preſcribed typifying 
Bloody Sacrifices as the Conditions in part, and as 
further teaching intimations of the promiſed Sacri- 
fice. He accepted the Bloody Sacrifice of Abel fin. 
cerely offered in Faithz and he rejected the \Un. 
bloody Sacrifice of Cain offered without Faith and 
fincerity 3 and told him, | If thou do well, ( that is, 
according to the New-Law alſo ) fralt thow not be 
accepted ? (viz. through the promiſed Seed and 
Sacrifice ) 3 but if thou doll, fin lieth at the door } : 
expounding the Covenant of Grace more fully, as 
being Conditional, and Faith and fincere Obedience 
being the Conditions : which it is moſt -Jlikely God 
fullier expounded then to the Patriarks, than is left 
written» This Covenant God yet miade plainer to 
Nuab, and yet much plainer to Abraham, and to 
the Iſraelites in Types 3 and yet much plainer by 
the Prophets, eſpecially David and Iſaiah» Thus 
God did firſt, by his own aQtual Sentence or Pro» 
miſe, and then by the ſame revealed fullicr by Pro- 
phets and Laws, conditionally juſlifie the fallen 
World, and abſolve them from their guilt. 

But becauſe the Sacritice offered, and Satisfa&ion 
rformed, was more than the ſame as merely pro- 
niſcd and undertaken 3 therefore God reſerved the 
fuller Declaration of. that Abſolation, which is the 
Fruit of it, till the Mefſhah ſhould come» And theu 


God did again more fully pronounce the —_— 
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of Conditional” Abſolution, twice, or two ways : 
Firſt, He did by a. Voice from Heaven pronounce, 
{ This is my Beloved Son, in whom I am» well-pleaſed, 
bear ye bim | > 9- d. [According to his undertaking 
he is Incarnate, and is now ſatisfying my Juſtice. 
and doth all that I require at his hands for Man's 
Redemption, This is he in whom my Wrath is ap- 
peaſed to the World, ( not abſolutely to acquit 
them, but ) fo far that if they wilt Hear him; they 
ſhall live]. Next this, The Lord Jcfus himſelf 
having taken fuller poſſeſſion of his Dominion and 
Empire, doth moſt clearly publiſh the New=Law 
of Grace : That, | Whoever doth Repent and Belteve, 
ſhall be pardoned and ſaved, 8c. ] This Law is att 
At of Pardos : And being fo oft ſpoken by God 
himſelf, and now by Chrilt in the fleſh, it is cqui- 
valent toa General Sentence of Fudgment. Not as 
Abſolutely and Actually pardoning particelar Sin- 
ners: for ſo it is but a Law of Grace, or a Pro- 
miſe of it on Condition : But as it is the ſolemn 
Pronunciation of a General and Conditional Abſo- 
Iution to all Mankind, fo it is a kind of Sentence, 
or Equivalent thereto. And thus God the Father as 
Redor, according, to the Law of Works, hath him- 

ſelf, by an A& of Grace, Fuſtified Conditionally 
the fore-condemned World. And this Conditional 

Fuſtification is not to be ſleighted, becauſe but Coy- 
ditional, and becauſe that many afterwards periſh ; 
For it is a pure free Gift 3 and the Condition is but 
the accepting of the Gift according to its Natwre, viz. 
Chriſt and Life : And Acceptance is {0 naturally ſup- 

poſed neceſſary in all Gifts, that it is not uſed to be 
expreſſed as a Civil Condition, but implyed among ta- 
tional Men 5 and the Gift _ Abſolute, (though 
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indeed ſo far Conditional); , And Refuſal and In- 
gratitude uſeth to deprive Men. of- thoſe Gifts 
which the. Laws of. Men. call Abſolute. 

Beſides, it belongeth not tg God as Leg3ſlator, to 
give Men Hearts to accept his Gift ( but in another 
Relation ): And he gives Chriſt, and Pardon, and 
Right: to Life, as Legiſlator and Rettor ſecundum 
Leges, and as Benefattor together- And therefore 
God doth qizxantum. in ſe as Legiſlator, juſtifie all 
Mens q 

In the firſt Juſtification of the: Father, or God- 
Creator, (T mean by him as Fudg), the ſole Condi- 
t20#, and ſo the ſole Righteouſneſs of the TJuſtified 
world, is the Sacrifice and Merit of the Lord Jeſus 
C briſt, who is therefore called the Lord our Righte» 
ouſueſe. No AG or Habit of Man's, either Faith 
or. Works, is any Condition of this. firſt Juſtification. 
Thus. was God in Chriſt reconciling the World unts 
himſelf, not imputing to them their tranſgreſſions, 
Thus have we Redemption in bis Blood, even the Re- 
miſſion of ſins ; Thus having purged (or made pur- 
gation of ) cur ſins by himſelf, he aſcended and ſat 
at the Right Hand of God, Heb. 1. 3. Here Chriſt 
the Redcemer was not the Fudg, but. was judged, 
and loco delinquentis & ret ; God the Father here was 
Tudg,who firſt condemned his Son, as it were z and 
after Satisfatiion given, juſtified firſt him as Sponſor, 
and then the World for his fake. Thus God faor- 
gave thoſe all the Debt, who yet periſh by taking 
their fellow-Servant: by the Throat: Remember 
that we diſclaim all Man's I/orks or Faith, as not 
being the leatt part of, or Ingredient in, This Gene- 
ral Conditional Juſtification of fallen Mankind, by an 

Att of Pardon equivalent to a Sextence, 


But 


' But ſceing-it*was never in therchoughts-:of :th® 
Father or [Mediator to make usGodsand exctnpt us 
from his Government; therefore'a Lord we muſt Gill 
have, and-thettfore a Law'c and he was pleaſed by 
a\Law'to.make the foreſaid Fuſtifitation, and: carry 
co-us our -Right in Ghriſtandohis Benefitgs), And 
this Law impoſeth on us Dutyta:the Lord-Redremer, 
and conltituteth the Conditions on which: we' ſhall 
live by himz:and fo is of ufe;forithe Applicatiomof 
his Benefits'3'»and- according to:this New-L aw the 
Redeemer that hath bought is, \doth here goverr #75. 
therefore according, to this Lym will he>judp' us?) $01 
chat the Great Judgment atithe Laſt Day, wilt-be 
by Chriſt asRedeemer, ( and God the Father iy and 
by him ) and ſo by the Redetmer's Law. : 19 2115 7 

| will not dare'to determine that there wilk then 
be no uſe of the Law of Works as a Rule off Judg-' 
ment,. ( but none as the Only;Relrtoany ) 5 or that: 
' there will be no- juftifying:Men from the Galt of 
Death as due, according to theiStnteuce of that ticſt 
Law. 9% TIETERS 3M 9: 

But theſe things I may ſay} x; That if there 
be any Accuſation of Men merely as ſinners," andias 
guilty of Death by the fint;Law, then mult:there 
be at Judgmeat:: a . double Faſtification' requilite 
againſt a dowbte: Accnſation. - One is againſt the tre 
Aeccuſation,' that is, we frned:againitithe Law of 
Works, and thereby deſerved the Penalty, Azainti 
this (:confefimg, our fins ). wo plead, The fitondi nfl 
Chriſt procuring us pardon, and that Pardon as4gi# 
ven 'us conditionitly in the New-Covenant. "Fin 
comes the ſerond © Fuſts fication $0: be neceſſary, in 
that here we arc devolved overto the New Covtaait; 
and to be tryed by the Redeemren and his Law: and: 

38 D 3 then 
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then the Queftior-is only, Whether we have per- 
formed the Condition of the New-Covenaut or not 2 
Againſt the falſe Acenſations | that wwe bave not } 
we muſt he juſtified by our Adizal Performance, as 
the Matter of our Righteouſneſs, This Juſticati- 
on is ſubordinate to. the former 3 and 'by this the 
former is brought to perkection, and ſo we are abs 
folutely juſtified. 
; 2. Notealſo ; That the Scripture. doth ſo much 
| ſupp oſe Our Antectdews Conditional Fuſtification by 
Canes in the Blood of Chrift, that it ſcemeth 
to deſcribe the general: Judgment,” asif that former 
were' done already, andthe: latter only or mainly 
were apt to do, as the Work of that Day, as the 
means of making the. firſt abſolwte.: For Chriſt as 
Redeemier ſhall be the Fudg 3 and for loving or wot 
loving| bhamfelf in his Members, ſhall the Sentence 
paſs : not upon 'the mere terms of the Law of 
Works, but tor improving or not-improving their 
T alents of Grace, I'mean of Mercy received from! 
the Redecmer. Here is therefore a Particular Fu- 
ftification | 18 the Falſe Charge of non-performance 
of the Goſpel-Conditions, neceflary z and alſo a 
General Fuſtification from the guilt of all fin indeed 
committed, neceffary, as the conjun& Grounds of 
the total and final Univerſal Abſolution. Which 
we may, according to the tenor of the Law, con- 
ctive of as in this order, (and fo-produceth alfo the 
Juſtification in our! Conſciences, according, to the 
Rule of the ſame Law), 
Firſt, The great Queſtion is, Yhether the Sinner 
» to be ſent to Heaven or to Hell ? Saved' or Damned ? 
The Accuſer faith, He is 10 be damned. ( Here's 
the Accuſation de fine J- 
His 
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His firſt Accuſation, as the Regſorr is, [ Lord, he 
bath broke 1by Law, which ſaith, The Soul that li- 
veth ſhall die }. The Juſtifier faith, [ I pardoned 
all Men for the ſake of the Blood of the Redeemer, on 
Condition of. Faith and Repemtance |. ( This part 
of the Judgment, that'in the Goſpel-Deſcription 
ſeemeth to ſuppoſe as done). 

The next Charge or Accufation is,. | Lord, he 
did not truly believe and repent, and therefore hath no 
benefit by rhe Law of Grace : (ox clle) He added not 
ſincere Obedience, or did not perſevere, and there- 
fore bath loſt bis Right to thy Pardon |. Againſt this 
we are juſtified by pleading Not-gwilty; that is, 
That we did Believe, Repent, Obey ſincerely, and 
Perſevere. - Upon which our Judg will determine, 
That according to the Lew of Grace we arc 'Not- 
Guilty in the Point we are Accuſed, and conſe- 
quently; that wniverſally we are not lyable to Con» 
demuation. 

By all this it appeareth that Jsſtification being 
confidered 3 1- As oppolite to Accruſation z 2. As 
oppoſite to Condemnation 3 That there is a Two-fold 
Accuſation, and conſequently a Two-fold Fuſtifica' i- 
ex oppoſite thereto, and that there is a Two-fold 
Condemnation of the wicked virtzally in Law : 
Alſo that there is one final Peremprory Sentence of 
Condemmation in Judgment, which ſhall paſs upon 
them upon this double Ground. And there is one 
final Sentence of Life for the Juſtification of Beiic- 
vers in Judgment 3 which paſſeth alſo on the dou- 
ble ground of the forefaid double Juſtification, as 
oppoſite to Accuſation : of which the fir{t only is 
Juſtification 4 Reats, the ſecond, Contra Reatum 
falſum impallum; vel quod rei non ſumw ; Theſe 
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are done in Law at'our firſt Believing, from which 
time forward there is no i Condemmnation-to them 
that are in Chrilt 3: but before they were in Chriſt 
by Faith, there was a Condemnation. - 'Alfo that 
though there be two Laws that Candemy,. yet.there 
is but oe that Fuſtifiethz, though that png hath a 
double juſtifying force, from the, forcfaid double 
Accaſation 3 wherefore one is 4 Condemnatione Legia 
weteris; the other is ne Condemnemur 'Lege nova, 
vel in Fudicio per Legem novam. Which I make all 
plain thus, S 

I» The Law of Works condemneth Men as' fin- 
ers, (fill pardoned). | 

2. The-Law of Grace condemneth them turther 
as ſach-and ſuch ſinners.in fpecie, viz 'as final Re- 
jeGers of Chriſt. | 

The firſt of theſe the Law of Grace remitteth 
conditionally before Faith (to all) aiually,- upon Be- 
lieving, The laſt is #ever remitted, nor anyjuſtifi- 
ed from it- | 

I ſhewed before how there may be a double Accu» 
ſation inJudgment:one true,that we wete to be con- 
demned as Sinners : the other falſe, That we were 
to be condemned as' Unbelieyers, Rebels againſt 
Chriſt, or Apoſtates. -We are juſtified fram one 
by pleading Remifſion; and from the other by. plea- 
ding, Not-Gaeilty z that is, our perſoual Righteouſ- 
nefl, in tarntum,” ſo far as that Charge extendeth. 
This is: Juſtification by Plea or Apologie, whether 
. by others or Chriſt as our Advocate : Upon which, 
as the Ground, or Jſtitia Cauſe, follows the final 
abſolute ſentential Juſtification from ihe main 
charge ( of being lyable to Damnation, ard ha- 
vying no. right to Salvation ) by Chriſt as Jadg. 
| Though 


| 
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Though it may be ſaid alſo, That he juſtifieth in 
the foreſaid ſubordinate ſenſe, from the particular 
Accuſations, ( of being condemnable-as Sinners, 
and being Unbelievers, and being Condeninable'as 
Unbelievers) as Judg, both as he concludeth of the 
diſtin& parts of the Sentence before the ſum or 
whole, and as he concludeth thoſe Parts and Pre- 
miſes in the whole: Firſt, Judging, | He is not 
condemnable for ſin ſimply as againſt the Law of 
Works |. Next, | He is not guilty of final non- 
performance of the Conditions of the Law of Grace ; 
therefore not condemnable for that, or by that Law } : 
And then, | Therefore he is not condemnable at all, but 
hath Right to Life |]. That I doubt not but God 
will make Man capable of a ſhorter diſpatch at 
that final Judgment, than we ule to-have at Hu- 
mane Barrs, and therefore our Pleadings will not 
be ſo particular and expreſs. But yet as they will 
proceed on theſe Grounds, fo this Order and theſe 
Reaſons of the Setitence will be made manifeſt to 
the World, how fhort ſoever it be, and we ſhall be 
enabled to fee the implyed Reaſon and Order, with: 
out particular dilatory Expreſſions, | 

By this it appeareth that it is impoſſible that a 
Creature can be under any Law, whoſe Okkce it is: 
tobe the Rule of AGions and Judgment; but he 
mult be judged, and ſo either Fuſtified or Condem- 
ed by that Law-: which is expreſſed allo in Scrip. 
ture by our being judged according to our Works , 
that is,” his performing or not-performing the Con- 
ditions of the premiant or penal A of that Law: 
And to be judged according to onr Works, is to be 
juſtified or condemned according to our Works : which 
IWorks muſt needs be part of the Caſe to be then 
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tryed; and every Canſe is Fuſt or Vnjuſt : and the 
juſtice of the Cawſe, is the juſtice of the Perſon as 
to that Caxſe: and a Man is therefore juſtified by 
the Fa=dg, becauſe he is juſt, his Cauſe being juſt- 
And fo is it no hard matter for a willing unprejudis 
ced Mind, to ſee how Works do or do not juſtifie, 
though perhaps they may differ about the fitne(s 
of cach others Notions and Expreſſions here- 
abouts- 

I confeſs I think that thoſe plain vulgar Chriſtians, 
that never troubled their heads with the Notions of 
Divines, about which are moſt of our Controver« 
fies, have as right, if not much righter appre- 
henſons of the Subſtance of this DoQtrine of JuRi- 
fication than moſt others. And that very Speech, 
which the arrow of Modern Divinity ſo blameth, 
as. jJoyning, our own Righteonſueſi with Chriſt's, to 
make up one entire Righteouſneſs, is yet jn it (elf 
no unfit Expreſſion, but apt to ſet forth the very 
ſcope of the Goſpelz and in the- Mouth of a ſound 
Chriſtian it is ſound Divinity : 1 mean'theſe valgar 
words, | We muſt do our beft, and God will help us 
by bis Grace, and forgive w wherein we fail | : or, 
f- Chrift by bis Spirit cauſeth all the Regenerate to Be- 
lieve, Repent, and ſincerely obey him 10 the death, 
and forgiveth all their fins ]. ' This is plain Do- 
Qrine, which any honeſt Country-man may under- 
ſtand,” though never ſo illiteratezs -and which is not 
only enough for Salvation,' as to this Point, if 
ſoundly believed, but for ought-I know, may be 
more than moſt Diſputers will ſuffer themſelves 
and others to know quictly, without contradicting 
it again by their Novelties. And I doubt not, if 
the word Faftification be nut known, or ever heard, 
( which 
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(which: yet I am: far from defiring,) yet while the 
Dodrine of Remiſfios of Siv, and. Right to Life, 
is :kyown: and believed, . then ls the ſame thing 
known in other words, i And it's not inobſervable, 
that the Apolile's Creed rather uſeth the term [ For- 
givencſs of fix ],, which: poor People better under- 
8and, and not the term | Fuſtification ], about 
which the: Learned have hlled the World: with 
needleſs Quarrels. 

Forgiveneſs of Sin is not the whole Righteouſneſs. 
God never forgiveth bis ſor, that hath nothing but 
fin; He neverimade a grant of the forgiveneſs of 
all fins, without \Exceptions, but only of the for« 
giveneſs of all upon condition of our . performing 
the Gofpel-Conditions : And the Condition is a plain 
Exception of the nou- performance of it (elf, out of 
the Matter of . the. | Pardon. - Inherent | Pcrſonal 
Righteouſneſs is confeſſed by all- Proteſtants and 
Chriſtians. . A.'Rightcouſneſs which makes not 
Righteous, (© far, isa-palpable Coritradidtion. To 
make Righteous, is to quſtifie Conftitutive, So far 
as any Man is Conftatuted Faſt, God will, 1. Eſteem 
him; and Accept him as Juſt » 2. Sentence him Juſt 3 
3. And «ſe him as Juſt in Execution. And Chriſt 
the . Advocate -will maintain him iJaſt, it there be 
need or cauſe. 

: When the word | Juſtification ] is taken only 
for Remiſſion of Siu, and Right to Life, (or judg- 
ing us ſuch as. have this) then it is a needleſs que- 
ftion to ask, Whether it conſiſt materially in any 
Works or Actions of our own :: Faith and Repen- 
tance can be but preparatory Conditionsof it, and 
none of the Matter, only Chriſt's Righteouſneſs 
meriteth it. If Feſtification be taken for Making, 
Eſfteeming, 
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Efteeming, or Sentencing us Pexformers of ' the Go. 
{pdl-Conditions, : then: the 'matter. of it is only- in 
eur own Hearts and Lives. | If Fuſftification be [tas 
ken univerſally, it comptchendeth both the former, 
It "taken for' the final: Sentence” pronouncing -us 
04 damnandos ſed filorificandox;:xhen it is-ground- 
ed-on the two former, (whereof: one is ſubordinate 
to the other) as being Cauſe duplics' duplex Fu. 
ftitia. 19115% LU c1S.h3o5a 
-. The Fifth-Controverſie betweeumus, 'is 3 Whethep 
the New-Law :ior:Covenant | have any Penalty conſtiaus 
ted by it ſelf;s or whether only 3be Law of 'IWorks\ Js 
conſtitute; penalty ? + NOOyU 1's 19 Cn9vV12 

To this I need-to fay no .more than F have: done 
already, becanſe his Opinion, 1: grounded onthe 
former, Thatthert is but one Law 3 - which 'over- 
thrown, - this falls'withit, © 0d of 0 be ni 

Mr. C's Error lycth in his confounding, Legems 4:4 
genere, Cem bac'Legd Operum,im: ſpear”) A Law in 
eeneral is a Determination or: Gonkitution Authos 
ritative de jure, 'arid .obligeth ia Obedientiam aut 
ad Pernam. But Laws arc ſeveral: ways ſpecified; as 
is afore declared, 'and I will not repeat. 

;Fhe Penalty|proper to. the;New=Law, conſiſt- 
eth in theſe Particulars following, | 

1.” Tobave no:part-in Chriſt, to be no Member 
of him, not united or cfpouſled tobim, is one part 
of the Penalty, as (it is. paraidamnt : Who- will. 
ſay that the Law, of Works did threaten this'?- Jt: 
would have been to: Adam but. a Negation, and-no/ 
Privation, and ſo no Penalty. 

2. The like may be ſaid of the miſſing of Juſti- 
fication and Pardox of all fin 3 which is a part of 
tie 


nad: 24 Ger" 


Pan TD 


a7 


———— — _— — — ———— 
OTE es. 


Have any pzoper Penalty - 61 
the pans damni, which the Law of Works knew 
not, - 'Before'the Law, of Grace was enacted, and 
by. Chriſt's Blood and the Promiſe, Remiſſion was 
made poſſible z yea, conditionally gipyen, it would 
have been no Penalty, though a 'myſ{ery, not co be 
forgiven. 

3. The like may be faid of the denyal of SanG;- 
fying Grace, and the. help of the Spirit to them that 
quench it, | 

4+ And the. hopeleſneſs of their Condition that 
ſin-againſt the Holy Ghoſt. 

5 ;And the non-liberation from eternal Tor 
ments. | 

6. But eſpecially the Peremptory Sentence of Judg- 
ment, and Execution according. The Law cf 
Works being violated, the Communication was 
difpenſable on valuable Confiderations, and the 
Obligation to Puniſhment difſolvable, and the Pu- 
niſhment it (elf removable : But the New-Law 
hath; affixed a prediction to the Commination, 
making the ſaid Commination indiſpenſable, the 
Obligation undiſfſolvable, and the Puniſhment cer- 
tainly everlaſting and remedileſs; not only (as the 
firſt Law) providing no Remedy, but decrecing that 
none ſhall be provided at all. [4 

But I have mentioned theſe before, about the 
diverſification of God's Laws, and there alſo men. 
tioned a real difference in the Pain of Senſe,between 
that which isthreatned in the Law of Works, and 
of Grace. But if Mr. C. be reſolved to confound 

theſe Sinners, and ſay God hath but oxe Law, look- 
ing only at the general nature of a Law, when he 
ſhould look at the diſtin fecies, then there's uo 
Remedy. 
6. Oar 
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6- Our Sixth Controveiſie is 3 Whether the (amy 
thing which is the Condition 'of our Salvation (as 
Mr. C. confefſeth Obedience is) be not alſo a Condi- 
tion of our final ſemtential Juſtification, and of ous 
Right to Salvation (though not of our firſt Right)? 
I affirm and he denies. 

Our firſt Right to Salvation: i5-given with out 
Juſtification or Pardon, upon our firti. believing : 
but our Obedience upon Opportunity is a Conditi- 
_ on #on-amittendi, or without which it ſhall not 

continue, nor ſhall we have ever Fs in res This 1 
proved I think ſufficiently in the Poſtſcript of my 
Papers to Mr. C- but he cafily put by all, with the 
diſtinQion of | Right to Salvation | and | Salua- 
tion it ſelf |. 
Before I-confider his Exceptions, T will add this 
Anſwer to his Diſtinion. 1. He yeeldeth the 
whole Cauſe in acknowledging, 1. That Fuſtifi- 
cation and Right to Salvation have the ſame Con. 
ditions, (which he could not deny). 2. That ©- 
bedience is a Condition of Salvation. 3. For his 
DiſtinRion is fine differentis 3 there is no ſuch thing 
in the World; no nor poſſible, as'a proper Conditi- 
on of Salvatio diſtin& from a Condition of Right 
tort. Firſt, Ehope, with any fair Dealer, I may 
take it for. granted that he doth not equivocate in 
the word Condition, taking it for a mere Phyſical 
Dwalification, called a Condition or Preparation, in 
another ſenſe than ours but that we are till ſpeak- 
ing of a Condition in ſenſu Civili, Legalt, vel Mo- 
rali : Not as the Drynels of the Wood,or the Ap- 
plication of it to the Fire, is called a Condition of 
its Burning 3 nor as the valiant Mind of Souldiers 
is 


ON” es, OT VO_Y > LCS 6. 


Right to Salvation. 6; 


is a Condition of their valiant Fighting and Con- 
quering, not impoſed by the General, but natu- 
rally neceſſary by way of Qualification or Enable- 
ment :; but it is a Condition conſtituted by a Pro- 
miſe, Law, Covenant, or Teſtament that we are 


ſpeaking of. ' 1. 1 fo explained my Mind fully. 


2. The ſubje&-Matter of our Diſpute will be on 
no other ſenſed Condition 3 {© that I may well take 
it for granted, that we areagreed in this, and that 
Mr. C. will not ſeck any Evation by an Equivocati- 
on in this word. 

And then the Caſe is paſt queſtion 3 for every 


Condition is a Condition of Right, which I prove 


thus, 

It is a Condition of that which the Promiſe gi- 
veth: But it is Right ( to Salvation ) which the 
Promiſe giveth 3 Therefore it is a Condition of 
Right (to Salvation). The Major is paſt diſpute 3 
it being the Condition of a Promiſe, and a part of 
that Promiſe, and its Office, to ſuſpend the &f- 
ficacy of the Promiſe or Donative Act. The Minor 
is as far paſt diſpute with all that know, that the 
proper product of Laws, Covenants, Promiſes,&c. 
15 Right or-Ducneſs. The Promiſe gives nothing 
elſe immediately and naturally but Right. As 
SanQitication, Glorifcation, Health, Riches, or 
any benefit not relative 3 the Promiſe gives. but 
Right to them, (though it be called a giving the 
thing it (elf morally, becauſe God doth infallibly 
fulfil his Promiſe) : But it is by actual natural Cau- 
ſation that the thing it ſelf muſt be after given or 
conveyed. Therefore ſeeing we ſpeak not of a 
Condition in a Phyſical ſenſe, (as Eating is a Con= 
dicion of Living) but in a moral, gr civil, or judi- 
ciary 
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ciary ſenſe 3 it is paſt doubt that it's eſſential to a 
. Condition to have a reſpe& to Right, and ro be Con- 
ditto juris, vel obtinendi, vel retinendt. 

And it the Aſſertors of the contrary be called to 
prove their diltintion from the Scripture, you 
ſhould (ce on what arbitrary. Afirmations and In- 
ventions of their Own, ſuch DoGrines are built. 
For inftance, when it is promiſed, Mark 16. 16. 
That, He that believeth and 4s baptized, ſhall be ſa- 
ved). And Rom. 10. Whoſoever ſhall call on t#he 
Name of the Lord ſhall be ſaved. And Heb. 5. 9. 
He became the Author of Eternal $alvation to all them 
that obey bim |. Prove now by ſuch evidence as 
ſhould move an impartial Man, that Believing only 
in the firſt Promiſe, and ſuch other is Conditio juris 3 
and that, | Calling on# the Name of the Lord, and 
obeying | are not Conditiones juris, vel obtinendi, 
vel retinendi ; That Faith only is a Condition in a 
judiciary ſenſe, and Repentance, Love to God and 
Obedience are only Phyſically Conditions, or are 
Conditions of Salvation, but not of Right to Sal- 
vation ; Prove that in the ſame Text, Foh. 16. 27. 
Faith is made a Condition of Right to God's Love, 
and Love to Chritt is made a Condition of his Love, 
but not of Right toit; [ For the Father himſelf lo- 
verh you, becauſe ye bave loved me, and have belie- 
ved that I came ont from God |. Is here cither rea- 
fon or room for ' your diſtinction? | Becauſe ] is 
equally added to both, what-ever kind of Conditi- 
on they are. The Text faith expreſly, | Bleſſed 
are they that do his Commandments, that they may have 
Riphbt to the Tree of Life, and may enter in through 
the Gates into the City |, And can you prove that 
by Right here is not mcant Right ? SY 

n 


aw wa W.. vs" AE * 


"Right to Salvation. 65 


And again obſerve that Right to Salvation, and 
Right to Juſtification at Judgment, are not, yea, 


. cannot be denyed to have the ſame Conditions : 


For that which juſtifeth our Cawſe, will juſtifie us : 
But that which proveth our Right to Salvation, ju- 
ſifieth our Cauſe : For our Right to Salvation, is 
our Cauſe it ſelf to be then j b 


The Seventh Controverfie is, Whether the words 
of the Goſpel- Promiſe or Grant, forgiving fin, be pro- 
perly a Sentence of Abſolution by God 4s Fudg ? Or 
rather an A of Oblivion or Donation of Pardon and 
Life by God, partly as Benefador, and partly as Res 
Gor, by Law and Gnilt ? Whether it be a Fudicial 
Sentence only Virtually or Aually 2 Mr. C.holdeth, 
that the words of the Goſpel, | He that believeth 
ſhall be juſtified and. ſaved ]; are an aGral ſentence of 
God as Fudg : I hold that it is but an AG of Oblivi= 
ox or Condonation, and a Gift of Life by God as Le- 
giſlator and Benefattor, and fo but a Virtual Sen- 
ence. 
But firſt let it be noted, That all this is but a 
Controverlie de nomine, and not dere. As long as 
weare agreed what this AQ of Oblivion is, and 
what it doth, I take it to be a matter of no great 
moment, whether it be de nomine, to be called a 
Sentence of Judgment, properly or improperly. 
But my Reaſons are theſe. . 

1+ This Goſpel-Act is called by the name of 
a Law, both in Prophefies, and in the words of the 
Goſpel it ſelf, Iſa. 2.3- and 8. 16, 20. & 42. 4. 
& 51. 4. Mich. 4. 2- Rom. 3. 27+ Gal. 6. 2. Heb. 
7. 12. Fam. 11. 25. & 24 8, 12. 1 Joby 3+ 4+. Heb. 
$. 10, 16. 
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2. It is Norma affionum moralium & Horma Judi- 
ch : Ergo, it is a Law, 1 Foba2. 5. Heb. 4. 2,3. 
Jam. 1. 22. Joby 12. 47, 48.:&X 14+ 23, & 15, 7. 
Jobs 5..22,-23« Jam- 2+ 12. Rev. 20. 12, 13, Matth, 
25. Joh. 3. 16, 18, 19. | 

3- A Day of Judgment is forctold and deſcribed 
in the Goſpel, "os a final Sentence will paſs 
on Men accordi this Law. Ergo, &c. The 
Law: and 'Sentence are not to be confounded : For 
they are.notall one : The Norms jwdicis, according 
to which Men muſibe judged, 1s not the Judgment 
it iclf. | 
4; A Law is an univerſal Rule, and the anion 
Conditional, and: it neither juſtifteth nor: condem- 
neth. any -antecedently, but only after. they have 
kept or broken it 3 And then it doth it #t Lex, and 
not xt ſextentiz judicis : But a judicial Sentence is 
about particular or individual Perſons and Caſes ; 
and ſuppoſeth a Law kept or broken, and fuppoſeth 
Accuſation, ( virtual or 'atual) : and alfo the par- 
ticular Cauſe to be judicially decided, is, Whether 
the Law condemn cr abfolve the Perſon (virtually) : 
Therefore the Law and Sentence are no more to be 
coatounded, than a Lawgiver and a Judg. 

5. If it be a Sentence of Judgment, it is a Sen- 
tence ſecundum normam alicujus Legis 3 {ome Law 
is the Rule'of it : But no Law is the Ruleof it; 
Ergo, it is no Sentence of Judgment, - properly fo 
called. '1f any Law be the Rule of it, it 15 cither 
an Univerſal Law made to Mankind, or a particu- 
Jar Law (as that made to Noab, to Abraham, to 
tne Jews by Moſes, &c. ) Not the latter : If the 
former, it muli be that called the Law of Nature, 
2nd Covenant of Wori's made to Adam, or the 

| Law 
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Law or Covenant of Grace made in Chrilt ; Not 
the firſt : For to ſay, {| He that believeth ſhall be 
faved }, is not to Sentence as Judg according to the 
Law, | In the day that thou finnelt thou ſhalt die ]. 
Not the latter 3-for then the Law and the Judgment 
were all one; and to ſay, | He that believech ſhall 
be ſaved }, would be all one as to ſay, [ Fobr or 
Peter hath right to Salvation according to the Pro- 
miſe, becauſe they are true Believers ]. He that 1s 
not ſatisfhed with thus much, let him think as he 
lift, for I ſhall crouble the Reader with nv more, 


The Eighth Controverfie is, Whether the judg- 
ment of Chriſt upon Believers after this Life, be not 
properly a juſtifying Sentence ? I afhrm it, and 
Mr. G. denycth it, andataketh it to be only a Decla» 
ration of our TFuſtification which we had in this 
Life. 

Every judicial Sentence, is a Declaration 3 but 
every Declaration is not a judicial Sentence, This 
Queſtion therefore is not, Whether it be a Decla- 
ration, but whether it be not ſuch a Declaration as 
is a Sentence of the Fudg in Judgment ? And it fo, 
Whether it be not a proper Fuſtification, ( though 
here alſo I know, according to his meaning, the 
Queſtion is but de nomine). 

I+ That isa proper Sentence of Judgment,which 
is the publick Declaration and Decilion of the 
Faadg, to pur our Right to Salvation out of Con- 
croverlie, againſt all Accufers, and to give us our 
Jus Fudicatum, by determining of our Fus Conſt;- 
iutums; and this as an orderly means to our tu]! 
poſſeſſion. But ſuch will be Chrit”s Sentente at 
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the Laſt Judgment 3 .Ergo, it will be properly a Ju- 
dicial Sentence. 

2. The Scripture doth moſt exactly deſcribe it 
as a proper Fudgment ; It calleth it the A& of 
Chriſtas Judg 3 It calleth it a Judgment : It deſcri- 
beth the Cauſe, the Perſons, the Plea, the Evi- 
dence, and the Sentgnce 3 1 Pet. 4+ 5. 2 Tim: 4 1» 
Ads 17.31. Fobn 5. 22,24, 26, 27+ Rev. 20. 12, 
T3. 1Cor-4. 4. 1 Pet. 1.17. Luk,10.14. Heb.6.2. 
\ W 9. 27. Eccleſ. 12. 14, & 11. 9. Rom. 14+ 10. 
2 Cor. 5. 10. Matth. 25. throughout. 

2. It is an Article of our Creed, That Chriſt 
ſhall come again to judg the quick and the dead ; 
and among Chriſtians paſt diſpute. And if he 
Judg, he ſeutenceth as Judg. And if he ſentence as 
Judg, it is either a Senteucaof Fuſtification, or of 
Condemnation : All Judgment which is the genus, is 
found in one of theſe ſpecial As; There is no 
middle. It is a Judgment of . Condemnation or of 
Fuſtification. It the Name be queſtioned, I ap- 
peal to all Lawyers, all Men that live in Civil Soci- 
etics, and all Divines 3 eſpecially Proteſtants, who 
maintain againſt the Papitis, that the word Fuſtifie 
is moſt commonly taken in the New Teſtament in 
a judiciary Senſe, for either the Sentence of a Fudg, 
or the Plea of an Advocate at Judgment. I think 
this Controverlic needeth no:more words, And if 
I ſhould here cite an hundred Divines that call this 
Laſt Judgment by the name of a Sentence of Fufti- 
fication or Condemnation, I ſhould merit nothing of 
the Reader, but rebuke for troubling him with un- 
neceſſary words. | 


And 
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And now having reviewed all that I find remain- _ 
ing Controverted, between this Learned, Reverend ; 
and Pious Brother and my felt, about the Matter 
which he thought meet to Antqpayert ons (or at 
leaſt all that is worth the Reader's notice). I am 
glad that our Differences are brought 'into ſo nar= 
row a room 3 and that it is very doubtful w 
every one of them be not only de nomine : And 
think it but a needleſs trouble to the Reader, to ati. 
ſwer all his numerous Citations out of Amefiug, 
Piſcator, Pareus, Zanchy, Calvin, Davenant, &c. 
and ſuch late Divmes, which make'up the main Bo- 
dy of his Reply 3 Nor to make fo tedious an enqui- 
ry, Whether he or I do beſt underſtand thoſe Wri- 
ters Senſe : The Controverſies themſelves being 
cleared, I have done. And my deſign is but this ; 

1- To perſwade Divines not to make God's 
Servants believe that they differ in great and weigh- 
ty Matters, and ſo to render them unfit for each 
others Love and Communion, when they differ but 
in Words and Logical Notions. _ 

2. To perſwade Men to ſuffer, their Brethren 
peaceably to reſt in that Trath, and thoſe Empreſſions 
of it, which ate found in Scrifzure, and the Church 
Univerſal for above a thouſand years reſted in, and 
not make Humane Notioas (cem neceſſary to our Sa!- 
vation and Church-Communion : Nor in a fidin 
Humbur to ſet the Phraſes of ſome late hongured - 
Divincs,againſt Scripture and the Univerſal Church, 
and then to make them Engines of deftraction, by 
making them ſeem needful Truths, which are but 
new incongruous Notions, which mult at Jaſt be at- 
tacqued, to force them to confeſs that their mcaving 
15 the ſame with that which others long have taught. 
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Muſt intxeat the. Reader, when he judgeth of 

the Second Caſe, ( about the Intereſt of IYorks 
with Faith, in our Title to Life ) to remember, 
That the Queſtion is not 3 

1- About Works of Innocency. 

2. Nor Works of the Moſaical Law. 

3. Nor Works meriting of God by their worth, 
in point of Commutative Juſtice, (or the foreſaid 
governing Legal Juſtice.) 

4+ Nor of any Ads of Obedience to Chriſt as 
Chriſt as antecedent to Faith and Juſtification. * 

5. Nor of External good Works of Charity, as 
antecedent to Faith, or to our firſt Juſtificati- 
ON. 

6. Nor any Works, to which 1s given the leaſt 
part of that which is proper to God, to Chriſt, to 
the Spirit, to the Promile. 

But I muſt intreat him to ſee the Caſe ſtated in 
the Preface to my Diſputations of Juſtification, and 
to remember that thoſe that I oppoſe do hold 3 

1. That Faith it (elf, as an A& bf ours, is part 
of tht Works to be denicd as a Means or Con- 
dition of our Juſtification, and ſo a part of that 
Subordinate Righteouſnel(s, and that we are julti- 
ficd by it ouly as an Inſtrument. | 

2. They ſay, That he ſecks the prohibited Juſti- 
fication by Works, who looketh to be juſtified by 
bee 


| 
| 
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believing in Chrift as Teacher, King, or any At of 
Faith beſides the receiving his Righteouſneſs, 

3- Much more .he that thinketh Repentance, 
Love to Chriſt, Defire of him, Prayer for Par- 
don, &c. or any other Act of Man; 1s a Means or 
Condition of our Jutftification or Pardon : To be 
juſtified by any ſuch A but as part of the Condi- 
tion, 15s to be juſtified by Works. 

4, Much more to make fincere Obedience the 
Condition of Continued or Final Juſtification in 
Judgment, See the reſt of the Controverſies in 
the aforecited Preface and Books. And alſo in my 
Pacification or Catholick, Theology, where this Cauſe 
is handled poſitively and defenfively : And he that 
blameth me for writing ſo many Books of the ſame 
thing, ſhould be one that firſt conftidereth how ma- 
ny Books and daily InveQives and Cenſures of 
Men that never underſtood the Cauſe, have called 
me to it, and made it neceflary. Four or five Dj- 
vines roſc in Holland, eſpecially at Frankera, (not- 
withſtanding the excellent Ameſixs his better en- 
deavours) who have owned ill Definitions of God's 
Covenants, and laid the Foundations of Antino- 
mian Libertiniſm, ( eſpecially Maccovins, and Clu- 
to, and Cocceius, and Cloppenburgius too much con- 
ſented ) making the Covenant in Conſtitution to 
be nothing but EleCtion by Eternal Decree, and the 
Covenant in Execution, to be the fulhlling or exc= 
cution of that Decree of Election -in alt our Mer- 
cies 3 and Juſtification to be but God's eternal De. 
cree, and Man's Juſtification in Conſcience, and 
before Men, with other ſuch confounding Noti- 
ons 3 when verily the better Deſcription of God's 
King- 
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Kingdom, Laws, and Covenants ſhould be in our 
Childrens Catechiſm 3 and ſhould not be unknown 
to Learned Men 3 nor ſhould. they thus learnedly 
poſſels many honeſt godly: (but not long and 
chrougly ſiudying') Miniſters, with ſuch Notions 
which corrupt their Conceptions, their Charity, their 
Sermons, - and their Converſe as hinderances of 
Truth, Picty, Love, and Peace. 
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POSTSCRIPT: 
ABOUT 
Mr. DANVERS's 
Laſt BOOK, 


Hen this Book was coming out of the 
Preſs, I received another Book of Mr. 
Danvers againſt Infants Baptiſni, in 
— which he mentioneth Dr. Tullies pro- 
ving what a Papift I am, in his Fuſtif. Paxl. (with 
Dr. Pierces former Charges) and lamenting that 
no more yet but one Dr. Tully hath come forth to 
Encownter me, Epift, and Pag. 224: The pertfal of 
that Book (with Mr. Tombs ſhort RefleTions) di- 
receth me to ſay but this inſtead of any further 
| Confutation. | | 
That it is (as the former) (o full of falſe Alle 
ations ſet off with the greateſt Audacity (even a 
few Lines of my own about our meeting ar Saint 
| Fame!'s left with the Clerk, groſly faltified) and 
former falfifications partly juſtified , and partly 
paſt over, and his moſt paffionate Charges pond: 
F+ c 
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ed upon Miſtakes, and managed by Miſreports, 
racy fe of Wa as," »{ornetime of «the Senſe, and 
forietme of * "Maktors of Fatt in- ſhort , it is 
fuch's bundle of Miſtake, Fiercgneſs ſe and Confidence, 
<4 Fake it fortoo 0-7 ah Ra Work 
to give the World a particular Detection of theſe 
Evils. It I had fo lictle to do with my Time as 
fo write it, I (uppoſe that few would find leiſure 
tFrfead ft; £ndT defire nomore+totthe-willing 
Redticr, then. ſcuiguily to peruſe my Book (More 
Keaſons for Infants, .C hurch-memberſhip with his; 
and to examine the Authors about whole Words 
or Senlewe-gitier. 3c it any would be Informed 
at 2 Gheupey vates. he may. read Mix. Barrets Fifty 
Dreries in two ſheets. And it Mr. EA bes revile 
me; for not tzan{cribing or anſwaing more of 
his Great Bok, when I cel! the Reader that I ſup- 
af + bim_to have the Book before him, and am not 
ound to tranſcribe” Tuch'a' Volume already in 
Pk: and that'l anſwer as mych as T'think needs 
an Anſwer, leaving the reſt as T fotthd itito the 
Gi ment of each Reader , he may himſclt take 
ora Reply. ; but” mult fady of ifas rt is; 7? 

I: tind but one thing in the BoGKthat needeth any 
other Anſwer, rhan to per '6 {e what-19/ahready Writs 
tn :, And that 8 abtittt*Baptizing! Neke#4t My 
Book Was written 16429; "AH: before, common 
uncontrolled Fame Wot that not far from ## in- oxe 
place many of them werxe Baptized naked, reproving 
the Cloathing way as Antiſcripturat * 'T never heard 
Man deny this Report : I converſtd wth divers of 
Mir. Tombes's Cturch; who denied if not ; As ne- 
V- Kapil denitd 1:'to me, fo Fnever read one that'did 


deny. Af to iny kyowedg : He now tells me- Mr, 
c Fiſher, 
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Fiſher, Mr. Hagftr,, and Mr. Tombes did: LetanY 


' Man read Mr. Tombes Anſwer to nic, yea and* thaf 


Paſſage by bim now cited, "arid ſee whether there 
be a word of denial-: Mr. Fiſher or Hazgar 1 never 
faw: Their Books I had ef}, bat never” read 
two Leaves to my renierhbrance of Mr. Fiſhers, 
though I numbered it with thoſe that were writs 
ten on that SubjeR, as well T might : I knew'h1s 
Education and his Friends, and I faw the Great 
Volume before he turned 9#aker, bur I thought IT 
enough to rcad Mr. Tombes and others that wrote 
before him, but I'read not him, nor all Mr. Ha 
gars: If T had, I had not taken them tor compe- 
tent Judges of a fat far from them, ant that 
three years after : Could they fay, that 19 oue ever 
did fo? The truth is thac three years after, milta- 
king my words, as if I had aftiimcd it to be their 
ordinary praftice (as you may read in them) which 
{ never did, nor thought, chey vehemently deny 
this : (And ſuch beedleſs reading occafioneth many 
of Mr. Danvers Accuſations). I never faid that 
no Man ever denied it; for I have not read all that 
ever was written, nor {poken with all the World : 
But #0 Man ever denied it to me, ror did | cyer read 
any that denied it. And in a matter of Fact, if that 
Fame be not credible, which is of things Late and 
N+ar, and not Contradi5ed by any one of the moſt 
intereſſed Perſons themſelves, no not by Mr. Tombes 
hirnſelf, we muſt ſurceaſe humane Converſe : Yet 
do l not thence undertake that the ſame was true, 
either of thoſe Perſons, or ſuch as other Writcts 
beyond Sea have faid it off. - Þ ſaw not any ove Bap- 
tized by Mr. Tombes or any Other in River cr cl(e- 
where by Dipping at Age : If you do no ſach thing, 
F A I 
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I am ſorry that I believed it, and will recant jt- 
Had I wot ſeen a Quaker go naked through Iorce- * 
fter at the Afſjzes, and read the Ranters Letters full 
of Oathes, I could have proved neither of them. 
And yet I know not where (o long afterto hnd my 
Witneſſes :' I abhor Slanders, and receiving ill Re- 
ports unwarrantably : I well know that this is not 
their ordinary Prattice : The ©rgkers do not thoſe 
things now, which many did at the riſing of the 
Set z and if I could, I would believe they never 
did them. 

2-This Book of Mr. Danvers,with the reſt of the 
ſame kind, increaſe my hatred of the Diſputing Con- 
etentious way of writing, and my trouble that the 
Cauſe of the Church and Trxth hath ſo oft put on 
me a neceſſity to write in a Diſputing, way, againſt 
the Writings of ſo many Affailants. 

3» It increaſeth my Grief for the Caſe of Man- 
kind, yea of well-meaning godly Chriſtians, who 
are unable to judg of many Controyerſics agitated, 
otherwiſe than by ſorge Glimpſes of poor Probabili- 
ty, and the eſteem which they have of the Perſons 
which do manage them, and indeed take their Opi- 
nions upon truſt from thoſe whom they moſt reve- 
rence and value 3 and yet can ſo hardly know whom 
to follow, whilſt the grofſeſt Miſtakes are ſet off 
with as great confidence and holy pretence, as the 
greateſt Truths, O bow much ſhould Chriſtians be 
pitied, that mult go through ſo great Temptations/! 

4. It increzſeth my Reſolution, had I longer t9 
live, to converſe with Men that I would profit, or 
profit by, either asa Learner hearing whar they bave 
to ſay, without importunate Contradi&ion, or as 

8 Teacher if they Gclire to Learn,of me; A $chogl 
Way 
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way may do ſomething to increaſe' Knowledg 3 
but drenching Men, and ſtriving with them, doth 
but {et them on-a fiercer ſiriving againli the Truth: 
And when they that have nged of (even and ſeven 
years Schooling more, under ſome clear well ftndied 
Teacher, are made Teachers them(elves, and then 
turned looſe into the World (as Sampfons Foxes) 
to militate for and with their Ignorance, what muſt 
the Church ſuffer by ſuch Contenders ? 

5. It increaſeth my diſlike of that SeCtarian di- 
viding hurtful Zeal, which is deſcribed James 3. 
and abateth xy wonder at the rage of Feriegntors : 
For I fec that the ſame Spirit maketh the ſame kind 
of Men, eyen when they moſt cry out againſt Perſe- 
cutors, and ſeparate furtheſt lrom them. 

6+ It re{olveth me more to enquire lels after the 
Aniwers to Mens Books than 1 have done: And1I 
ſhall' hereafter think never the worſe .of a Mans 
writings, tor hearing that they are anſwered : For 
I (ce 1t 15 not only eatie for a Talking Man to 1alk 
on, and to ſay ſumerhing for or againſt any thing, but 
it is bard for them to do otherwiſe, even to hol 
their Towugues , Or Pens , or Peace: And when I 
change this Mind, T muſt give the greateſt belief to 
Women that will talk mott, or to them that live 
longeſt, and fo are like to have the laſt word, or ro 
them that can train up militant Hcirs and Succeſ- 
ſors to defend them when they are dead, and ſo 
propagate the Contention. It a ſober Conlidera- 
tion of the firſt and ſecond writing (yea of poſitive 
Principles) will not intorm me, I ſhall have little 
hope to be much the wiſer for all the reſt, 

7. Tam fullyatishcd that even good Men are 
here © far from Pertection, that they mult _ 

1 wat! 


73 A Poſtſcript ayout 
with odious faults and injuries in one another; 
and be habituated to a ready and eafie forbearing 
and forgiving one another. I will not ſo much as 
deſcribe or denominate Mr. Daxvers Citations of 
De. Pzerce, to prove-my Popery and Crimes, nor 
his paſſages about the Wars, and about my Chan- 
ges , Sclt-contradictions, and Repentances , leſt 
I do: that which ſavoureth not of: Forgiveneſs: O 
what need have weall of Divine Forgiveneſs | 

8. I (hall yet lefs believe what any Mans Opizion 
(yca or Practice) is by his Adverſaries Sayings, 
C ollettions, Citations, or molt vehement Aﬀevera- 
tions, than ever I have done, though the Report- 
ers pretend to never ſo much Truth, and pious 
Zcal. 

9. I ſhall lefs truſt a confornding ignorant Reader 
or Writer, that hath not an accurate defining and 
diſtinguiſhing Underſtanding, and hath not a ma- 
ture, exerciſed , diſcerning Knowledg than.ever I 
have done 3 and eſpecially if he be engaged in a 
Seq (which alas, how few parts of the Chriſtian 
World eſcape! ) For I here (and in many others) 
fee, that you have no way to ſeem Orthodox with 
fach, but to run quite into the contrary Extream : 
And 14 I write againſt both Extreams, I am taken 
by ſuch Men as this, but to be for both and againjt 
both, and to contradift my ſelf. When 1 write a- 
gainſt the Perſecutors, I am one of the Scaries, 
and when I write againſt the Searies, I am of the 
Perſccutors (ide : It I belie not the Prelatifts, I am 
a Contormilt : If I belie not the Anabaprifts, In- 
deperdants, &c. Tam one of them : If 1 belie not 
the Papilts, I am a Papilt; if I belie not the Ar- 
mimans, Iaman Arminians; if I belie not the Cal- 
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Vinits;h am with Pſeuge: Tilenus and his Brother, 
purns putus Puritanus, and one Bui torum Purita- 
niſmum totus ſpirat (which Foſepb Allen too kindly 
interpreteth): If J be for lawfil Epiſcopacy, and 
laveful Liturgies and Circumſtances of Worſhip , I 
am a temporizing Conformiſt: It I be for uo more, T am 
an intollerable Non-Conformilt (at this time forced 
to part with Houſe, and Goods, and Library, and 
all fave my Clothes, and to poſſeſs nothing, and 
yet my Death (by ſx months Impriſonment in the 
Common Goal) is ſought after and continually ex- 
peqed. If I beas very a Fool, and as little under- 
ſtand my ſelf, and as much contradid my ſelf, as all 
theſe Confounders and Men of Violence would have 
the World believe,it is much to my coſt, being hated 
by them all while I ſeck but for the common peace. 
10, But I have alſo further learned hence to take 
up ny content in Gods Approbation , and (having 
done my duty, and pitying their own and the Pco. 
ples ſnares) to make but ſmall account of all the 
Reproaches of all ſorts of Sectariesz what they 
will ſay againſt me living or dead, I leave to 
themſelves and God, and (hall not to pleaſe a Cen- 
ſorious Sect, or any Men whatever, be falſe to my 
Conſcience and the Truth : It the Cauſe I defend 
be not of God, 1 defire it may fall: If it be, I 
leave it to God how far He will proſper it,and what 
Men ſhall think or ſay of me : And I will pray for 
Peace to him that will not hate and revilc me for 
ſo doing. Farewell. | 
Septemb, 4. 
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